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SMITH AND TRANSPORTATION 

As contrasted with the views of Herbert Hoover on 
transportation matters (see Traffic World, June 23, p. 
1556), those of “Al” Smith, the Democratic candidate for 
President, are neither so plainly stated nor so easy to 
find. 

Doubtless, this arises from the fact that, 
Hoover has been for eight years a national figure, con- 
cerned primarly with commerce and the flow thereof, 
Smith’s public career has been entirely in the state of 
New York and the problems with which he has had to 
contend and on which he has expressed himself are largely 
local. It is possible, however, to draw some inferences from 
his views in state matters as to what his views in 
national matters probably are or would be. 

An instance in point lies in expressions contained in 
a speech delivered October 7, 1926, to mark the one hun- 
dreth anniversary of the opening of the Erie Canal. Gov- 
ernor Smith took the opportunity to stress the need for a 
businesslike administration of the New York Barge Canal. 
“We are running a great business corporation. The opera- 
tion of the canal is a business, just as much as the operation 
of the Central Railroad or any other means of transporta- 
tion, and it has to be advertised. People have to know of its 
possibilities,” he said. 

He took note of the fact that some newspapers thought 
he was pro-railroad. “Some fellows rushed into print,” 
he said, “and asserted that ‘Al Smith wants to scrap the 
canal. Al Smith wants to turn over the commerce to the 
New York Central Railroad.’ I suppose it was the same 
fellow who thought the Al Smith who was governor was 
the same Al Smith who is president of the New York 
Central Railroad.” 


whereas 


He deplored the practice of changing the management 
of the canal with every change of state administration. 
Said he; 

What do you think would happen to the New York Central 
Railroad if all the division superintendents were changed every 
two years? Still, that is the way we attempted to operate the 
canal. Every time there was a change in the political government 
of the state, a whole new system of superintendents and operation 
came in. Obviously, that must lead not to management but to 
mismanagement. 

When we speak about our great transportation organizations 
and look at the president, we say: “Well, he is the president of 
the railroad. He used to be a yardmaster, and he was promoted to 
track foreman, and then he became traffic manager, and finally he 
got into the main office, and now he is president.” 

Finally, he referred to the $19,800,000 the state 
appropriated in 1911 for canal terminals, and added that 
“these terminals are not being used.” He thought an effort 
of the Council of Farms and Markets to confer with the 
canal authorities might put some of this expensive material 
to use. 

So far as the railroads are concerned, Smith’s expres- 
sions deal only with two phases—grade crossings and ter- 
minal operation. His papers show considerable familiarity 
with the latter subject, doubtless because of his identity 
with the United States Trucking Corporation, of which 
he was president in 1921. Governor Miller appointed him 
a commissioner of the New York Port Authority. 

In March, 1922, while he still held this appointment, 
he spoke before the New York Lawyers’ Club in behalf 
of the authority’s plan for rearrangement of the metropol- 
itan district freight facilities. He spoke of the inception 
of the Port Authority as arising out of cases brought by 
the state of New Jersey, before the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, seeking a three-cent differential under New 
York, for Jersey City, on freight from west and south. 
He outlined the cost studies made by the Authority and told 
of a sack of potatoes, “followed from the Jersey break-up 
yards to the retail grocer in the Bronx, and by the time 
that sack of potatoes finds its way to the vegetable counter 
of the Bronx retail store, the calculation is made that it 
cost twice as much to take it from Jersey up and into the 
Bronx as it did to pull it from Michigan into Jersey; and 
it takes a greater number of hours.” 

With regard to terminal unification, he asserted that, 
had the metropolitan facilities not been unified during the 


war, “the port itself might have cracked,” and added: 


Well, somebody says, if it is good, why do the railroads not 
do it themselves? The perfect answer to that is that competition 
will not let them do it. The next question is; “Then should we 


stifle competition?” In terminal railroading, yes—because it is the 
one competition that people get nothing from. There is no 
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difference in railroad rates. They are not fixed by the railroads; 
they are fixed by the Interstate Commerce Commission. ; 

What the railroads do hold out, however, is the promise of 
better service. But they have been unable to give it. 

The unification of terminal facilities in Jersey, if nothing else 
happens, will be the first great step toward cheapening the cost 
of operation. ’ ' : = 

Part of the cost of operation here is due to this competition 
—competition not based upon better rates, but competition directed 
at certain lines of business. 

Second, there should be consolidation of shipments at proper 
classification points so as to eliminate duplication of effort and 
ineficient loading of equipment and to realize reduction in expenses. 

Go up on any of the big buildings here in lower Manhattan 
and look out of the window any day in the week, you will see a 
great lighter, capable of carrying probably a thousand tons, loaded 
with about a hundred tons, making for an eastern district terminal 
in Brooklyn. 

Except that the operation is on water, it is identical with the 
trucking operation on land. A 7%%4-ton truck which will carry 
7% tons, and which starts from here to 14th Street with only a 
ton and a half on it, means absolutely wasteful and useless opera- 
tion, and the man who tries to conduct it for any length of time 
will find himself in bankruptcy. 


The railroads have been able to stand up under these water 
transfer operations at the port of New York only by taking the 
cost of it out of the line haul, and it left so little profit on the 
short haul that, during the war, the railroads themselves en- 
couraged the organizing of trucking companies to work between 
here and points within fifty and sixty miles. 

Governor Smith’s position on grade crossings was set 
out in a special message to the New York Legislature in 
March, 1924. He estimated that there were some 4,000 
out of the 8,000 grade crossings in New York state that 
required elimination and that the total cost would be about 
$400,000,000, of which the state and the municipalities were 
to pay $100,000,000 each and the railroads $200,000,000. 
His plan, which eventually was adopted, was to raise the 
total sum by bonds and then to make loans from the 
fund money to the municipalities and to the railroads 
with which they might pay their proportions of the work 
as it progressed, these borrowed sums to be paid back in 
annual installments “in the same proportions that railroads 
and localities now contribute to grade crossing elimina- 
tions.” The plan was urged partly because, Smith said, “at 
the present time most of the railroads are in no position to 
finance such a comprehensive grade crossing elimination 
plan, no matter whether grade crossing eliminations are 
regarded as capital expense or operating expense.” 


In the same message he recommended that the control 
of grade crossing questions be vested in the state Depart- 
ment of Public Works, instead of with the Public Service 
Commission, citing, as an example of the latter body’s 
cumbersome procedure, the fact that the wreck of the 
Twentieth Century Limited, December 9, 1923, took place 
at Forsyth Crossing, an order for the elimination of which 
had been originally passed eighteen months previously. 


A reference to the New York Central was also con- 
tained in Gov. Smith’s hot rejoinder to W. R. Hearst’s 
accusations of corruption in the control of New York 
City’s milk supply. The reference, while not especially 
significant, is interesting: 


He flared out in his headline something that I had to pay 
attention to, that the New York Central was in league with the 
milk- trust to curb the men that did not join the league; and he 
gave details of a station in Dutchess County where the New York 
Central refused to accept the milk. Immediately upon seeing that 
story, I became concerned, because public service corporations like the 
New. York Central are under strict regulation by the state, and 
discrimination against any shipper of any kind of a product is 
a violation of the public service law, and I immediately sent for 
the district attorney of this county. The district attorney sub- 
poenaed the men from up in Dutchess County, and, after thorough 
examination of the case, I got a letter from the district attorney 
of which I will read but a few lines: “The explanation made by 
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Mr. Grinnell is a clear and satisfactory one, from which it would 
appear that the New York Central was not, nor was any of its 
representatives, a member of any conspiracy to prevent Mr. Mc- 
Arthur from shipping milk to the city.’ The fact of the matter 
was that no milk came from this station in Dutchess County to 
this city in thirteen years. 


THE DEMOCRATIC PLATFORM 

The Democratic platform, with respect to rail trans- 
portation, says about as near nothing as the Republican 
platform. It may be said in its favor, however, that it 
takes fewer words to say it and that what it says does 
not bear quite so much evidence of an attempt to be all 
things to all men. It is, however, a practically useless 
expression. It says: 


Efficient and economical transportation is essential to the prosper- 
ity of every industry. Cost of transportation controls the income 
of every human being and materially affects the cost of living. We 
must, therefore, promote every form of transportation in a state of 
highest efficiency. 

Recognizing the prime importance of air transportation, we shall 
encourage its development by every possible means. Improved roads 
are of vital importance not only to commerce and industry but also 
to agriculture and rural life. The federal government should con- 
struct and maintain at its own expense roads upon its public lands. 

We reaffirm our approval of the federal roads law, enacted by 
a Democratic administration. Common carriers, whether by land, 
water or rail, must be protected in an equal opportunity to compete 
so that governmental regulations against exorbitant rates and ineffi- 
ciency will be aided by competition. 


It takes no particular position, either, on the matter 
of inland waterways except, of course, that it declares 
for their development. We say “of course” for the rea- 
son that no convention made up of politicians, appealing 
to voters—especially to farmers, who have been told 
that inland waterways mean higher prices to them for 
their products—for votes, would, at this time, neglect 
to say something favorable in this respect. It says. 


We favor and will promote deep waterways and removal of dis- 
crimination against water transportation. Flood control and the 
lowering of flood levels are essential to the safety of life and prop- 
erty, and the productivity of our lands, the navigability of our 
streams, the reclaiming of our wet and overflowed lands. 

We favor appropriation for prompt co-ordinated surveys by the 
United States to determine the possibilities of general navigation im- 
provements and water power development on navigable streams and 
their tributaries and to secure reliable information as to the most 
economical navigation improvement, in combination with the most 
efficient and complete development of water power. 


Following is the declaration of the platform on the 
American merchant marine: 


We reaffirm our support of an efficient, dependable American 
merchant marine for the carriage of the greater portion of our com- 
merce and for the national defense. 

The Democratic party has consistently and vigorously supported 
the shipping services maintained by the regional United States ship- 
ping board in the interest of all ports and all sections of our country, 
and has successfully opposed the discontinuance of any of these lines. 
We favor the transfer of these lines gradually to the local private 
American companies when such companies can show their ability to 
take over and permanently maintain the lines. Lines that cannot now 
be transferred to private enterprise should continue to be operated 
as at present and should be kept in an efficient state by remodeling of 
some vessels and replacement of others. 

We are unalterably opposed to a monopoly in American shipping 
and are opposed to the operation of any of our service in a manner 
that would retard the development of any ports or sections of our 
country. 

We oppose such sacrifices and favoritism as exhibited in the past 
in the matter of alleged sales, and insist that the primary purpose of 
the legislation upon this subject be the establishment and maintenance 
of an adequate American merchant marine. 


RAILROADS AND SMUGGLING 


Secretary Mellon, of the Treasury, sent to W. J. L. Banham, 
president of the New York Board of Trade and Transportation, 
a letter outlining the position of the Treasury with respect to 
smuggling of liquor and other articles into the United States 
= Canada as set forth in The Traffic World of June 23, p. 
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DIRECTORSHIPS QUESTIONED 


The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


Correspondence filed in Finance No. 1975, involving rail- 
road directorships of L. F. Loree, president of the Delaware & 
Hudson, revealed that division 4 of the Commission, through 
Commissioner Eastman, had notified Mr. Loree that the divi- 
sion had under consideration the revocation of authority granted 
Mr. Loree to act as a director of the Missouri-Kansas-Texas 
Railroad Company. Mr. Loree was directed to show cause, if 
any, why such authority should not be revoked. 


In reply to the letter of division 4, Mr. Loree raised 
a question as to the power of the Commission to cancel the 
order permitting him to act as director. In any event, said 
he, he assumed he would have the opportunity of being heard 
by the Commission and claimed his right “to my day in court.” 


The Commission announced June 23 that a hearing would 
be held in the matter June 29 before Director Mahaffie, of the 
bureau of finance. 


The Waco, Beaumont, Trinity & Sabine Railway Co., R. 
C. Duff, of Houston, Tex., and members of committees “repre- 
senting the public interest and welfare of the towns of Corrigan, 
Weldon, Onalaska, Wooklake, Colmesneil and Chester, Texas,” 
have been permitted to intervene. 


In their petition of intervention the petitioners say that 
further retention by Mr. Loree of the M-K-T directorship and 
of other positions with that carrier will adversely affect both 
public and private interests. They contend that Mr. Loree, 
as chairman of the board and chief executive officer of the 
Kansas City Southern, can suppress competition of the M-K-T 
against the K. C. S. Referring in detail to transactions involved 
in the proposed Loree southwestern merger, the petitioners 
charge that Mr. Loree has exercised his power and functions 
“to secure and bring about violations” of sections 7 and 10 
of the Clayton anti-trust act, paragraph 1 of the Sherman anti- 
trust act, and paragraph 2 of section 5 of the interstate com- 
merce act. They ask that the directorship order be revoked 
and that “the Commission should require said Loree to withdraw 
from said positions and no longer exercise influence or author- 
ity over the business, affairs or management of the M-K-T.” 


Division 4 of the Commission also has notified Charles 
Hayden, chairman of the Rock Island, to show cause why the 
order permitting him to act as a director of the St. Louis 
Southwestern should not be revoked. The order was issued 
in May, 1925, when the Rock Island had asked authority to 
acquire control of the St. Louis Southwestern and it provided 
that in the event the Commission should deny the application 
of the Rock Island to acquire control of the St. Louis South- 
western, the authority granted “shall cease at the expiration 
of 30 days after the date of any order denying such application, 
and this order shall not thereafter be in force and effect.” A 
proposed report recommended denial of the Rock Island applica- 
tion and that road sold its stock to the Kansas City Southern 
without formal denial of the acquisition application by the 
Commission. 


McMANAMY ON RAILROADS 


“We hear a great deal concerning the possibilities, the 
probabilities or the actualities of railroad transportation de- 
creasing in certain respects,” said Commissioner McManamy 
in remarks before the mechanical division of the American 
Railway Association at Atlantic City last week. 


“That is true, but that is not an unmixed evil. As a matter 
of fact, it has been well known by the men who have been 
figuring the cost of transportation for a number of years that 
much of the traffic which is now going to motor coaches is 
not a profitable traffic. Short distance passenger business, 
local freight business, when you come to figuring the cost of 
two terminal services and a very short line haul, have for many 
years been performing with little or no profit. If that should, 
in the development of the transportation industry, go to some 
other means of transportation, we still have before us the very 
real need of the country for the long-distance, the long-haul 
service of the railroad, and when we consider the fact that 
within the last year, for the first time in history of the rail- 
roads, our carloadings exceeded a million a week, I don’t think 
we have so much to worry about. 


“We may change the character of the transportation slightly, 
but we will not change the need for the present needs of 
handling it for many, many years, if ever. It would be a rash 
individual who would attempt to say what would happen in the 
transportation industry, with airplane and motor transportation. 
But when you go down to the Reading and Pennsylvania sta- 
tions and look at some of those locomotives on the track, you 
will begin to realize that the railroads are not asleep. When 
you consider the fact that such locomotives are being devel- 
oped, and that they are put in service hauling heavier trains 
at higher speeds and at lower cost, the manufacturers who build 
those machines and the railroads who buy them and the de- 
signers who design them, whether they are employed by the 
railroad company or locomotive builder, haven’t very much 
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occasion to fear any other means of transportation taking their 
business away from them for a while.” 


CONSOLIDATION LEGISLATION 


Senator Sackett, of Kentucky, a member of the subcom. 
mittee of the Senate interstate commerce committee, headeg 
by Senator Fess, of Ohio, on railroad consolidation legislation 
has announced that the subcommittee plans to consider the 
drafting of such legislation some time between the November 
election and the meeting of Congress in December. The gyp. 
committee did not accomplish anything in the last session, 


SENATOR GOODING DEAD 


Senator Gooding, of Idaho, ranking Republican member of 
the Senate interstate commerce committee, died June 24 at his 
daughter’s home in Gooding, Idaho. The death of the senator 
places Senator Couzens, Republican, of Michigan, in line for 
the chairmanship of the interstate commerce committee. The 
term of Senator Watson, of Indiana, the present chairman of 
the committee, does not expire, however, until 1933, and, in 
the event the Republicans retain control of the Senate, there 
probably will be no change in the chairmanship in the near 
future. 

The death of Senator Gooding removes from the Senate 
the most persistent advocate in that body in recent years with 
respect to amendment of the long-and-short-haul clause of sec. 
tion 4 of the interstate commerce act. Senator Pittman, 
Democrat, of Nevada, remains as the principal advocate of such 
legislation. The late Senator Gooding, originally the advocate 
of practically a rigid long-and-short-haul clause, finally pro. 
posed an amendment forbidding departures from the clause only 
on account of water competition via the Panama Canal. His 
bill containing such an amendment was favorably reported to 


the Senate at the last session of Congress, but the Senate did 
not act on the measure. 


REVENUE FREIGHT LOADING 


Loading of revenue freight the week ended June 16 ex. 
ceeded the million-car mark for the fourth week so far this 
year, according to the car service division of the American 
Railway Association. Total loading amounted to 1,003,292 cars. 

Compared with the preceding week this was an increase 
of 7,332 cars, due principally to the heavier loading of miscel- 
laneous freight, although there were also increases reported 
in the number of cars loaded with coke, forest products and 
merchandise less-than-carload freight. 


The total for the week ended June 16 was a decrease, how- 
ever, of 13,187 cars below the same week in 1927 as well as a 


decrease of 33,351 cars compared with the corresponding week 
two years ago. 


Revenue freight loading by districts the week ended June 


16 and for the corresponding period of 1927 was reported as 
follows: 


Eastern district: Grain and grain products, 5,669 and 7.493; live 
stock, 2,098 and 2,349; coal, 34,172 and 38,812; coke, 1,984 and 2,085; 
forest products, 5,157 and 5,237; ore, 4,793 and 6,417; merchandise, 
L. C. L., 71,448 and 68,978; miscellaneous, 105,602 and 104,336; total, 
1928, 230,923; 1927, 235,707; 1926, 242,469. 

Allegheny district: Grain and grain products, 2,362 and 2,809; 
live stock, 1,781 and 1,964; coal, 34,923 and 38,064; coke, 5,103 and 
5,173; forest products, 3,226 and 3,324; ore, 14,037 and 12,542; mer- 
chandise, L. C. L., 56,161 and 55,498; miscellaneous, 89,341 and 88,873; 
total, 1928, 206,934; 1927, 208,247; 1926, 213,286. 

Pocahontas district: Grain and grain products, 184 and 206; live 
stock, 105 and 119; coal, 38,256 and 42,170; coke, 367 and 466; forest 
products, 1,660 and 2,166; ore, 132 and 144; merchandise, L. C. L., 7,438 
and 7,518; miscellaneous, 5,976 and 6,046; total, 1928, 54,118; 1927, 


58,835; 1926, 57,762. 

Southern district: Grain and grain products, 3,232 and 3,547; live 

stock, 1,868 and 1,979; coal, 21,313 and 24,235; coke, 503 and 587; forest 
products, 18,830 and 21,126; ore, 1,001 and 1,065; merchandise, L. C. L., 
39,441 and 40,020; miscellaneous, 56,031 and 56,975; total, 1928, 142,219; 
1927, 149,534; 1926, 148,142. 
_ Northwestern district: Grain and grain products, 9,182 and 9,978; 
live stock, 7,174 and 7,128; coal, 3,773 and 4,079; coke, 1,292 and 1,535; 
forest products, 18,266 and 18,646; ore, 42,572 and 41,545; merchandise, 
L. C. L., 33,576 and 34,659; miscellaneous, 46,756 and 45,343; total, 1928, 
162,591; 1927, 162,913; 1926, 161,549. 

Central Western district: Grain and grain products, 8,980 and 
10,262; live stock, 9,212 and 9,628; coal, 8,070 and 5,949; coke, 280 and 
339; forest products, 12,468 and 11,633; ore, 3,619 and 3,189; merchan- 
dise, L. C. L., 34,601 and 34,695; miscellaneous, 59,214 and 57,325; total, 
1928, 136,444; 1927, 133,020; 1926, 139,980. 

Southwestern district: Grain and grain products, 4,381 and 4,372; 
live stock, 2,435 and 2,670; coal, 3,436 and 2,489; coke, 179 and 183; 
forest products, 7,055 and 7,289; ore, 457 and 526; merchandise, L. C. 
L., 16,568 and 17,096; miscellaneous, 35,552 and 33,598; total, 1928, 
70,063; 1927, 68,223; 1926, 73,455. 

Total, all roads: Grain and grain products, 33,990 and 38,667; 
live stock, 24,673 and 25,837; coal, 143,943 and 155,798; coke, 9,708 and 
10,368; forest products, 66,662 and 69,421; ore, 66,611 and 65,428; mer- 
chandise, L. C. L., 259,233 and 258,464; miscellaneous, 398,472 and 
392,496; total, 1928, 1,003,292; 1927, 1,016,479; 1926, 1,036,643. 

Loading of revenue freight in 1928 compared with the two 
previous years follows: 





1928 1927 1926 

Four weeks in January............ 3,447,723 3,756,660 3,686,696 
Four weeks in February........... ,089,694 3,801,918 3,677,332 
Five weeks in March 4,752,031 4,982,547 4,805,700 
Four weeks in April 3,738,295 3,875,539 3,862,703 
Four weeks in May 4,006,058 4,108,472 4,145,820 
Week of June 2 34,214 911,510 944,864 
Week of June 9 995,960 1,028,367 1,052,471 
Week of June 16 1,003,292 1,016,479 1,036,643 

ME xdwcdniemn ceenwdeenoe veces 22,467,267 23,481,542 23,212,229 
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Current Topics 
- in Washington 





Pp, & W. Va. Construction Report a Warning.—No report by 
the Commission in recent times has caused so much unfavor- 
able comment on the part of the Commission’s supporters as 
the one on the application of the Pittsburgh & West Virginia 
for permission to extend its line to a connection with the 
Western Maryland at Connellsville, Pa. Putting out a report, 
which, on the face of it, showed five commissioners for and 
an equal number against it, was held up as raising a question 
whether five of them should not have guardians. That was 
the first impression. Later, the idea began taking form that 
the five put it out as a warning to the makers of plans for con- 
solidation that the four system plan would not be regarded 
as an adequate handling of the problem of consolidations in 
the eastern region. One of the first ideas was that the trunk 
lines that opposed the plan of the Taplins would ask for a 
reopening of the case. No sooner was that suggested than a 
simple analysis showed that the report was the only one that 
could have been made without long delay. If the five who 
voted for grant of a certificate had waited until Commissioner 
Meyer returned, they would have voted for a long delay. That 
delay would have lasted until Commissioner Farrell, serving 
under a recess appointment, could have informed himself of 
the contents of the record and been willing to vote. Inasmuch 
as Mr. Farrell is serving on a recess appointment, he might 
be unwilling to assume the burden of such a vote until con- 
firmed. That would have meant a delay until the middle of 
December, at least, even if it were assumed that confirmation 
would come without delay. Should the Democrats win this 
fall it would not be surprising were Commission vacancies al- 
lowed to continue until after the inauguration of the new 
President. Democrats might be willing to confirm Farrell in 
such a situation, but the chances are that the Republican sen- 
ators might think it well to keep his nomination from coming 
to a vote before March 4. The Commission, since the Repub- 
lican defeat in 1912, has been much more subject to political 
whims than before that time. Democratic senators in that year 
came to the conclusion that, inasmuch as the voters had turned 
President Taft out of office, they should not confirm his nomi- 
nees. Since that time the so-called “progressive” senators have 
talked much about “lame duck” congresses and appointees. 
A Democratic victory this fall probably would be taken as a 
repudiation of President Coolidge and, therefore, reason for 
Democratic and so-called “progressive” senators declining to 
confirm Coolidge appointees. In the event of a Democratic 
victory, the Democrats would be entitled to have not fewer 
than six of their number on the Commission, after March -4, 
1929. But holding up any nominations Coolidge*might make 
in December, 1928, would give the party control of the extra 
place on the Commission sooner than waiting for a Republican 
vacancy to take place in the natural order of things. The 
commissioners, it has been suggested, might have had these 
things in mind when they put out the P. & W. Va. report. They 
might also have had in mind the fact that eastern executives 
are believed to be working hard in preparation of their four- 
party plan for eastern consolidations. In such an event, as- 
suming that the commissioners think there should be a five- 
party plan, it is pointed out that a report on the P. & W. Va. 
application would be a most pointed way to warn the eastern 
executives not to commit themselves to the four-party plan 
irrevocably. The report is binding. It would take six votes 
to reopen the case. Commissioner Meyer, by being present, 
could have prevented its being made. But he cannot, by his 
vote alone, reopen it. Whether, in view of the uncertainty as 
to the stability of the majority back of the favorable report, 
the Taplins will care to invest their money, is another ques- 
tion. In the event they do make investments, it is suspected 
that the principle of an interest vested would make it impos- 
sible for the Commission to make operative any change of 
view it might find desirable to undertake to make. Nine of 
the eleven members voted on the subject. That was a com- 
petent number. Five of those nine voted in favor of the report. 
The fact that Commissioner Meyer, if present, would have voted 
no is interesting, but of no legal effect, especially in the eyes 
of those having had long experience with votes in Congress. 
The rule in that body, and generally in all bodies, is that, if 
a quorum votes, the majority of that quorum rules. 





Loss of Life Exceedingly Small.—The Charleston & West- 
ern Carolina has achieved considerable favorable notoriety by 
means of its answer to the Commission’s questions in No. 
13413, the automatic train control device case. The questions 
are as to what, if any, additional devices should be ordered 
installed. The Charleston & Western Carolina has said it 
should not be required to install devices because it has only 
one regular passenger train each way each day, on part of 
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its line, and only two on 25 miles of its line. In thirty years, 
it said, it had not killed a passenger. In 1927 in the whole 
United States only ten passengers were killed whose lives 
might have been saved by automatic devices, the cost of which 
would run into the hundreds of millions. The railroads, through- 
out this case, in substance, have entreated the Commission not 
to order them to install such devices because they could use 
the money for the saving of so many more lives at grade cross- 
ings. The Charleston & Western Carolina, in its answering 
brief, said that the cost, as to it, of such devices, would be 
prohibitive. In the thirty-year period, it said, it had had only 
one collision of the sort that might have been prevented by 
automatic devices for controlling the movement of trains. 





Why: Marines Are First Page Material.—It is a saying in 
the army and the navy that the marines are the best advertised 
fighting men in the world. The saying is with a suggestion 
of a sneer, yet not enough of a sneer to bring wrath on the 
uttterers of such sentiments. There is no doubt about the fine 
advertising the marines have received. The reason is not hard 
to find. The men who have been in command of them for 
many years have had the good qualities of showmen, even if 
they have not had hearts. Just the other day a marine plane 
crashed, killing two commissioned and one non-commissioned 
officers. One non-commissioned officer, Corporal Reeder Nich- 
ols, the radio operator, though badly hurt, wired to marine 
headquarters, without loss of time, about the disaster. Then 
they put him to bed, where he still is, almost helpless, so seri- 
ous are his injuries. The day after Nichols did that, Major 
General Lejeune, the boss of all marines, publicly commended 
the corporal for what he had done. No waiting for months or 
years for Lejeune to get “official” information as to Nichols’ 
stamina. Instantly, Lejeune, who came from the backwoods of 
Louisiana’s bayou country, and was once probably as green as or 
greener than any marine rookie, praised his corporal. Nichols, 
in rank, was so far below him that, in theory, a major general 
could not see him. Yet Lejeune patted the boy on the back, 
not mawkishly, but in a manly way, to say a marine’s a marine 
for a’ that, whether he wears the two stars of a major general 
or the two chevrons of a corporal. When John Paul Jones 
came over the side to the deck of his first American war vessel 
command, he observed the aristocratic tradition that a com- 
manding officer must not even look at “the people,” the con- 
temptuous characterization of the crew then in use. But Jones, 
while observing the letter of the tradition, showed his dislike 
for the whole system by later walking ostentatiously across the 
deck and dropping over the side the cruel cat-o’-nine tails then 
carried on every ship for use on the backs of “the people.” 
In many ways the marine officers seem to have done much 
better in their dealings with the personnel of their service than 
naval officers by bestowing praise and making a show over 
a marine, regardless of his rating, when the facts warrant, in 
a manly and human way. Only a short time ago, when Presi- 
dent Coolidge placed the Congressional medal of honor, the 
rarest decoration on earth, around the neck of the captain of 
marines for what he had done when, in Nicaragua, at the risk 
of death, he made many trips to bring out, in an airplane, nine 
or ten of his wounded comrades, the marine corps management 
made it a dignified ceremony. It turned out a company, per- 
haps a battalion, on the White House lawn, to show honor not 
only to the captain but to the commander-in-chief. As much, 
probably, would have been done if the medal had come to an 
enlisted man. That might not be de rigueur, in a military sense, 
but it would add to the good reputation of the marine corps. 





When Is a Postponement Not a Postponement?—The answer 
is, so far as the consolidated southwestern cases are concerned, 
that a postponement is not a postponement when the order in 
that case is amended so that “it shall become effective upon the 
further order of the Commission, instead of on July 8, 1928, 
as at present provided.” By treating such an amendment as 
not a postponement the Commission can show that it has not 
yielded to any of the petitions for postponement of the effec- 
tive date in that case. The language quoted is taken from the 
order pertaining to the application of interstate rates over 
routes wholly within a particular state, the states involved in 
this amendment to the order of April 5, 1927, being Oklahoma, 
Arkansas, Texas, and part of Louisiana. The rates not so 
treated are to become effective July 8, even as to the com- 
modities or situations covered by reopening orders. It is 
pointed out, in connection with the orders put out in that case 
on June 26, that the revised rates, in many instances, give the 
applicants for postponement a better adjustment than they 
now have. Therefore,,to have granted their prayers as made, 
it is suggested, would have made their last estate worse than 
their first. 





Reindeer Meat Industry Growing.—Judging from the reports 
the Department of the Interior is putting out about the rein- 
deer industry in Alaska, that is one of the things that may 
soon show up in the statistics about the meat resources of the 
United States. Half a million head of reindeer give Alaska, 
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seemingly, a surplus of meat for dispatch to the northwestern 
part of the country. In a recent bulletin, the department as- 
serts that ships are coming down from Alaska regularly now 
with cargoes of 2,000 reindeer carcasses to supply an increas- 
ing demand for this new meat. One dealer in Seattle, the bul- 
letin asserts, sells reindeer meat exclusively and disposes of 
three or four carcasses a day. The meat, the department as- 
serts, may now be bought in almost any market in the north- 
west. Occasionally, it is asserted, the meat finds its way into 
eastern bills of fare, where, probably, it is called venison, a 
proper designation, unless a scientist in the Department of 
Agriculture rises up to say that a reindeer is not a deer, but 
something else. The Department of Agriculture is the particu- 
lar friend of the beef growing farmer. Should reindeer meat 
cause any material inroad on the market for beef cattle, the 
Department of Agriculture might have to undertake to limit 
the sale of reindeer meat by undertaking to deny it the right 
to be called venison. So touchy is that branch of the govern- 
ment that meat packers may not call their sausages weiner 
wurst (German for Vienna sausage) without indicating that 
the sausage is merely Vienna style, and not really sausage from 
the old home of the Hapsburg family. Neither, in the old days, 
might a California vintner on his labels call his product port 
wine lest someone might infer that it came from Oporto.— 
A, ©. 


CLAYTON ACT CASE 


The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


Hearing was held June 25 before Assistant Director Burn- 
side, of the Commission’s bureau of finance, in No. 21012, and 
two sub numbers thereunder, in which the New York Central, 
Nickel Plate and Baltimore & Ohio are alleged by the Com- 
mission to have acquired stock of the Wheeling & Lake Erie 
“without the approval and authorization of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, and in violation of section 7 of the Clayton 
act.” 

It is alleged that the effect of the acquisition of the 
Wheeling & Lake Erie stock may be substantially to lessen com- 
petition between the Wheeling and each of the respondents, 
“and to restrain commerce in certain sections and communities.” 

T. P. Healy, director of the Commission’s bureau of inquiry, 
submitted for the record matters relating to the Wheeling & 
Lake Erie directorship case in which the Commission refused 
permission to officials of the three respondents to act as 
officials of the Wheeling. 

C. F. Taplin, general counsel of the Pittsburgh & West 
Virginia, appeared in support of the Commission complaints. 

The testimony went mainly to the issue of whether or 
not there was such competition between each of the respondents 
and the Wheeling as to warrant a finding by the Commission 
that the Clayton act had been violated. 

The Commission announced that the hearing in No. 21032, 
Interstate Commerce Commission vs. Baltimore & Ohio, in 
which the respondent is alleged to have violated the Clayton act 
with respect to acquisition of stock of the Western Maryland, 
scheduled for July 2, had been canceled. 

The hearing was brief because the record in the Wheeling 
& Lake Erie directorship case, which involved the question of 
competition between the Wheeling and each of the respondents, 
was mide a part of the record in this proceeding. 

W. M. Duncan, chairman of the board of the Wheeling & 
Lake Erie; George Durham, vice-president and general man- 
ager of the Wheeling; R. M. Paisley, general freight and pas- 
senger agent, and C. E. Dempsey, assistant general traffic man- 
ager of the Pittsburgh & West Virginia, testified briefly. 

In response to questions by Clyde Brown, general solicitor 
of the New York Central, the Wheeling officials said no attempt 
had been made by any of the three respondents, since acquisi- 
tion by them of the stock of the Wheeling, to control the ac- 
tions of the Wheeling. The Pittsburgh & West Virginia wit- 
nesses were put on the stand and questioned with reference to 
competition between the Wheeling and the respondents. 


CHICAGO JUNCTION CASE 


The Pullman Couch Company, in finance. No. 1165, applica- 
tion of the New York Central for approval of the purchase of 
the stock, lease of the property and option to purchase the 
stock or property of the terminal properties in the Chicago 
switching district, usually called the Chicago Junction Rail- 
road, has asked for the reopening of. that matter and. further 
hearing therein. It has also filed a petition of intervention in 
equity No. 3427, Baltimore & Ohio et al. vs. United States, in 
the eastern division of the northern district of Illinois, at 
Chicago. The court case mentioned is the litigation begun by 
the trunk lines, other than the New York Central, centering 
at Chicago, to prevent the New York Central obtaining control 
over the terminal properties, notwithstanding the permission 
granted by the Commission in the finance docket mentioned. 

According to the declarations made to the Commission on 
June -1, in the course of arguments on the application of the 
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New York Central to have language of the fourteenth of th, 
conditions prescribed by the Commission in its report in No 
1165 rewritten, the New York Central and its neighbors hay. 
composed their differences. The couch company is not gatig. 
fied with what it thinks the situation will be if the trunk ling 
settle their controversy. (See Traffic World, June 9, p. 1453) 
In the petition for reopening the case before the Commissioy 
and in the petition of intervention in the court Case, it sets 
forth its reasons for believing that the Commission is withouy 
authority to grant the permission the New York Central thinks 
was given to it and why the grant would not be in the public 
interest. 


Among the declarations of the couch company, a shipper, 
is one that it sought such a decision in this case when it was 
before the Commission as would permit control of the Chicago 
Junction properties to pass jointly to trunk lines reaching (Chi. 
cago and urged upon it the importance of neutral operation 
and control, or joint control and operation by all or most of 
the trunk lines reaching Chicago, substantially as at St. Louis, 
where the lines reaching that city control and operate the ter. 
minals through a separate corporation. It alleges that if the 
Chicago Junction is in need of aid of any kind the needed aid 
can be best given by the trunk lines collectively. 

Petitioner alleges that the seventeen conditions embodied 
in the report and order of the Commission, in this case, are 
of “extremely doubtful validity.” 

“The Commission is hereby requested,” says the petition, 
“if it reopen the case as prayed herein, in the event it sees fit 
to permit any acquisition of control such as is sought in the 
application, to see to it that the conditions necessary in the 


public interest are so promulgated as to have all the force and 
effect of law.” 


FINANCE APPLICATIONS 


Finance No. 6973. The Pennsylvania, Ohio and Detroit Railroad 
Co. and the Pennsylvania Railroad Co., leSsee, ask authority to 
abandon that part of the Strasburg branch of the P. O. & D. ex- 
tending from Strasburg to Harwalk, in Tuscarawas county, O., a 
distance of 1.5 miles. The applicants said no train service had been op- 
erated over the line in question for the last six years. 

Finance No. 6974. Reading Co. asks approval of lease of Mount 
Carmel Railroad Co. which has been operated under lease by the 
applicant. 

Finance No. 4823. San Antonio & Aransas Pass Railway Co. asks 
modification of order permitting construction of an extension in 
Brooks and Hidalgo counties, Tex., by elimination of construction of 
the proposed extension from McAllen to the international boundary 
line between the United States and Mexico, a distance of about 7 
miles. The line has been built from Falfurrias to McAllen. Ex- 
tension of the line to the boundary line would be inadvisable and 
uneconomical because of conditions that have arisen since the au- 
thority was granted for the building of the line, according to the 
application. 

Finance No. 6971. New York State Railways asks for certificate 
that public convenience and necessity requires movement by the ap- 
plicant of railroad cars in freight service upon and over the Subway 
Railroad at Rochester, N. Y¥ 


. 


-UNCONTESTED FINANCE CASES 

Supplemental report and order in F. D. No. 6670, authorizing 
the Wheeling & Lake Erie Railway Co. to issue $894,000 of refunding- 
mortgage gold bonds, series B; said bonds to be sold at not less 
than 99.55 per cent of par and accrued interest, and the proceeds 
used in taking up certain underlying bonds, previous report 138 I. 
C. C. 120, approved. 

Report and order in F. D. No. 6566, authorizing the St. Louis 
Southwestern Railway Co. to procure the authentication and delivery 
to the applicant of $288,000 of first terminal and unifying mortgage 
bond, approved. 

Report and order in F. D. No. 6937, authorizing the Federal Valley 
Railroad Co. to issue $27,003.53, face amount, of promissory -notes 
to retire maturing notes of the same amount, approved. 

Order in F. D. No. 2368, Sub 1, authorizing James Taber Loree 
to hold certain specific positions with the Delaware & Hudson Co. 
and its system carriers and also authorizing him to hold positions 
generally with Delaware & Hudson system carriers, approved. 

Order in F. D. No. 6956, authorizing John H. Willys to hold the 
position of director of the Wabash Ry. Co. and certain of its sub- 
sone carrier companies, and the Western Maryland Ry. Co., ap- 
proved. 

Report and order in F. D. No. 6898, authorizing the acquisition of 
control by the Kansas, Oklahoma & Gulf Ry. Co. of the properties 
of the Kansas, Oklahoma & Gulf Ry. Co. of Texas, by lease, approved. 

Supplemental report and order in F. D. No. 5090, authorizing 
amendment of lease dated March 1, 1928, between the Charlotte 
ns & Northern Ry Co. and the Seaboard Air Line Ry. Co., ap- 
proved. 

Report and order in F. D. No. 6860, (1) authorizing the Carolina 
Southern Ry. Co. to issue (a) $25,000 of common stock and (b) $25,000 
of preferred stock, each issue to consist of 250 shares of the par 
value of $100 a share; said stock to be sold and/or otherwise dis- 
posed of at par; the stock of the proceeds thereof to be used to pay 
existing obligations, to provide funds for proposed expenditures, and 
to reimburse the treasury for capital expenditures; and (2) dismiss- 
ing application for authority to issue promissory notes, approved. 

Report and order in F. D. No. 6948, authorizing the Minneapolis, 
St. Paul & Sault Ste. Marie Ry. Co. to assume obligation and lia- 
bility in respect of $1,260,000 equipment-trust certificates, series O, 
to be issued by the Illinois Merchants Trust Co. under an agreement 
to be dated June 15, 1928, and to be sold at not less than 97.21 per 
cent of par and accrued dividends in connection with the procure- 
ment of certain equipment, approved. 


You may either write or wire our Washington office 
for information concerning matters in any department 
of the government there, if you are a subscriber to 
THE DAILY TRAFFIC WORLD. 
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Decisions of Interstate Commerce Commission 
ee .—OO en 


BUFFALO LIVESTOCK CHARGES 


The Commission, by division 2, has dismissed No. 18490, 
Allied Packers, Inc., et al. vs. Santa Fe et al., finding not sub- 
ject to its jurisdiction charges assessed against the complain- 
ants for handling their livestock at Buffalo Stock Yards, Buffalo, 
N. Y., because the services rendered after the livestock was 
unloaded, were subject to the provisions of the packers and 
stock yards act of 1921, administered by the Secretary of 
Agriculture. 

Commissioner Aitchison, dissenting from the conclusions, 
said the stock yards, owned and operated by the New York 
Central, were a station at which the full responsibility of the 
carrier attached in accordance with Charnock vs. Texas & 
Pacific, 194 U. S. 432. He said the stock yards in question 
were such a special station as mentioned in that case, created 
by custom or practice, other than the public delivery chutes 
and pens, and consignees were entitled to reasonably convenient 
and safe chutes, pens and ways’ of discharging the cattle from 
the cars and taking them from the carrier’s premises, without 
charge other than for the line haul. Covington Stock Yards 
Co. vs. Keith, 1389 U. S. 128, was cited in support of that 
proposition. Not until the cattle could be so removed, he added, 
did the line-haul transportation cease. 

This controversy arose after the complainants began re- 
ceiving shipments consigned directly to them and they began 
buying stock from sources other than the stock yards main- 
tained by the New York Central. While the predecessors of 
the complainants were buying cattle sent to the stock yards 
on consignment, a covered runway was built from the yards 
over the New York Central tracks and cattle were sent through 
that runway from the yards to the plants of the complainants. 
After the latter began receiving direct shipments, the New York 
Central built free public delivery chutes and pens at which 
the consignees could take delivery of stock consigned to them 
without going through the railroad company’s stock yards. 
There was a conflict of testimony as to whether the complain- 
ants knew of the free chutes. After the dispute arose they 
built chutes of their own and bought only a short part of 
their supply from the shipments consigned to the stock yards. 

In this case the immediate issue, as the report said, was 
as to whether the charges were subject to the Commission’s 
jurisdiction and as to whether they were reasonable. The 
Commission, having come to the conclusion that the charges 
were for a service not involved in the delivery that could have 
been made through the free chutes and pens, said decision 
as to the reasonableness of the charges was obviated. 


PAINT RATE BASIS ORDERED 


New rates on paints and paint materials, to be effective 
not later than September 1, have been ordered in No. 18945, 
West Lumber Company et al. vs. Southern et al., from Ohio 
and Mississippi River crossings to Atlanta, Ga. The Commis- 
sion, by division 3, has found the existing rates unreasonable, 
awarded reparation and ordered the establishment of rates on 
the basis of 40 per cent of the first class rates under the scale 
prescribed in Southern Class Rate Investigation, 100 I. C. C. 
513, 109 I. C. C. 300, 113 I. C. C. 200 and 128 I. C. C. 567. ‘The 
crossings specifically mentioned in the order are St. Louis, Mo., 
Cairo, Ill., Louisville and Evansville, Ind., and Cincinnati, O. 

A rate of 79 cents, the report said, was collected on ship- 
ments from the Ohio crossings, that being the fifth class rate. 
The Commission said that a commodity rate of 92.5 cents, min- 
imum 36,000 pounds, applied from St. Louis. Complainants 
suggested a rate of 57 cents from St. Louis and 45 cents from 
the other points named. The suggested rate of 57 cents, the 
Commission said, was arrived at by adding the fifth class dif- 
ferential prescribed in the Southern Class Rate Investigation 
to Evansville, plus a rate of 45 cents beyond. In disposing of 
the case, the Commission said: 





. 


We find that the rates on aluminum, bronze or gold paint, liquid; 
asphaltum or coal tar paint; paints, n. o. i. b. n., including chemical, 
earth or metallic paints, dry, liquid or paste; red, sublimed or white 
lead; zine lead white; or lead or zinc, compounds; dry, paste or ground 
in oil; dry litharge; zinc, oxide, dry, paste or ground, in oil; wood 
fillers, liquid or paste; putty; furniture, mortar or wood stains, liquid; 
kalsomine, paste; in packages as provided in connection with the 
fifth-class carload rating in southern classification, in straight or 
mixed carloads, or in mixed carloads with one or more of the follow- 
ing articles: Ground iron ore, dry; ochre, dry; lithopone; kalsomine, 
dry; in packages as provided in connection with the sixth-class car- 
load rating in southern classification, were, are, and for the future 
will be, unreasonable to the extent that they exceeded, exceed, or 
may exceed 40 per cent of the first-class rates under the scale pre- 
scribed in Docket No. 13494, minimum weight 36,000 pounds, frac- 
tions to be disposed of in the manner prescribed therein. ... 

Certain dry paints and paint materials embraced by our finding 
herein are rated class C in western classification. On a more com- 


prehensive record dealing with the individual characteristics of 


- such articles rates differing from those prescribed herein might be 


found reasonable for some of them when shipped in straight car- 
loads. 


CEMENT. ROOFING SLAB RATES 


The Commission, by division 4, on further consideration in 
No. 16892, American Cement Tile Manufacturing Co. vs. Penn- 
sylvania et al., has reversed itself in respect of rates on cement 
roofing slabs, reinforced with nfetal, carloads, from Wampum, 
Pa., to Toronto, Ont. It has now found the rates not unrea- 
sonable and dismissed the complaint. In the original report, 
120 I. C. C. 611, it found unreasonable the rates to the extent 
they exceeded or might exceed 75 per cent of the contempo- 
raneous sixth class rate. Reparation was awarded against the 
defendants in the United States, the Pennsylvania being the 
principal one. 

~ No order for the future was issued. The customary deciara- 
tion was made to the effect that if the defendants did not 
comply within a reasonable time, the complainant might bring 
the matter to the Commission’s attention with the view to 
having a rate established for that part of the transporation 
within the United States. 

The carriers advised that they would not comply and the 
complainant took advantage of the Commission’s invitation to 
bring the matter to its attention with a view to the issuance 
of an order. 

In its report on further consideration the Commission 
pointed out that the Pennsylvania received, as its division, 13 
cents out of a joint rate of 25.5 cents, for its haul of about 200 
miles, while the Canadian lines received the remainder for their 
haul of about half that length. 

“If we prescribed 75 per cent of the sixth class rate of 20 
cents’ for the haul within the United States,’ said the Com- 
mission, “the rate to Buffalo would become 15 cents. To this 
would be added the local sixth class rate of 18.5 cents from 
Buffalo, making the combination 33.5 cents, 8 cents higher 
than the 25.5-cent rate as assailed. The division which the 
Pennsylvania receives out of the present sixth class rate from 
Wampum to Buffalo is equal to 65 per cent of the sixth class 
rate from Wampum to Buffalo and yields ton-mile earnings of 
11 mills and car-mile earnings of 36 cents based on the average 
loadings of the shipments here considered, 60,000 pounds. Un- 
der all the circumstances we find that the rates assailed were 
not and are not unreasonable.” 

Commissioner Eastman, dissenting, pointed to the Commis- 
sion’s declaration as to what it would do in the event the car- 
riers did not comply. He said he could see no reason for not 
doing what the complainant desired. 

“So far as the transportation takes place within Canada, 
complainant will have recourse to the Canadian regulating au- 
thorities,” said Mr. Eastman, “and no reason appears for as- 
suming that they will approve the local sixth class rate of 
18.5 cents from Buffalo to Toronto as a reasonable factor in 
the through rate. Much of the discussion in the majority re- 
port with respect to divisions and prognostications as to the 
through rate seems to me to be quite beside the mark.” 

Seventy-fhve per cent of the sixth class rate from Wampum 
to Buffalo, he said, would be 15 cents. That, he said, he 
thought, would be a reasonable local rate. His further thought 
was that a reasonable proportional rate for the haul within the 
United States would be 15 per cent less. Therefore, he said, 
he would prescribe 12.5 cents as the reasonable rate for the 
part of the transportation in the United States. 


INDIANAPOLIS GRAIN CASE 


In a report written by Commissioner Taylor, the Commis- 
mission, by division 3, in I. and S. No. 2954, grain, grain prod- 
ucts and by-products, from points in Ohio to destinations in 
West Virginia and Kentucky, and No. 19330, Indianapolis Board 
of Trade vs. Akron, Canton & Youngstown et al., has refused 
to alter the existing grain rate structure as desired by Indi- 
anapolis grain interests. The suspension case was an effort on 
the part of the railroads to remove, as they said, the cause of 
complaint by the Indianapolis complainant. The schedules in 
that case were protested by the Toledo Produce Exchange. 
They proposed increases from points in Ohio, called the Miami 
Valley by Commissioner Taylor, to Charleston and Huntington, 
W. Va., and points in West Virginia and Kentucky taking the 
same rates or rates related thereto. 

The Commission found the proposed increases not justified, 
ordered the suspended schedules canceled and discontinued the 
proceeding. In the formal docket case it found not unreason- 
able or otherwise unlawful the rates on the commodities men- 
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tioned in connection with the suspension case, from points in 
Illinois and Indiana to destinations in central territory and to 
destinations on the Chesapeake & Ohio in West Virginia and 
Kentucky and dismissed the complaint. 

The formal complaint alleged that the rates from points in 
Illinois and western Indiana, applying through Indianapolis to 
destinations in central territory east of Indianapolis and to 
points oh the C. & O. between Cincinnati, O., and Huntington, 
W. Va., were unreasonable, unjustly discriminatory and unduly 
preferential of points in eastern Indiana and Ohio and unduly 
prejudicial to Indianapolis. It also alleged that the refusal of 
certain of the Illinois lines to permit the use of the sixth 
class rates on grain to destinations beyond their lines was un- 
reasonable. The Chicago Board of Trade and the Louisville 
Board of Trade intervened, but, according to the report, they 
offered no testimony. 

Lower rates from Ohio prevailed to the destination terri- 
tory involved on account of the Ohio maximum rate law now 
repealed. The low basis would have been changed: by the 
suspended schedules, to some extent. The effect of the maxi- 
mum rate law extended to points both east and west of Toledo, 
although its direct bearing was on the rates originally estab- 
lished by the Ohio Central from Toledo to Charleston, W. Va., 
carrier competition carrying own adjustments not directly un- 
der the pressure of the Ohio law. The increases proposed were 
generally 2.5 cents. r 

Complainant sought, on behalf of its members, commodity 
rates equivalent to 83.33 per cent of sixth class as maxima 
without any increase in rates lower than that percentage of 
sixth class. 

The complaint arose on account of the desire of the north 
and south lines in Illinois to obtain their maximum hauls usually 
to Chicago. They said that to accede to the Indianapolis desire 
would force them to short-haul themselves. The Chicago & 
Eastern Illinois, for example, contended that because it was a 
weak line it should be allowed to control its rates in such man- 
ner as to give it the most revenue from its traffic. The rail- 
roads generally asserted that if the present basis of making 
rates on grain and grain products from Illinois and Indiana to 
central territory were destroyed, it would result in a general 
disruption of the specific group adjustment on those commodi- 
ties to all markets, as well as the present market equalization 
at St. Louis, Mo., Evansville, Ind., and Cairo, II. 


CRUSHED STONE SCALE 


The Commission, by division 2, in a report written by Com- 
missioner Aitchison, in No. 18908, Clay County Crushed Rock 
Company et al. vs. Santa Fe et al., No. 19002, Thomson Broth- 
ers Rock Company et al. vs. Santa Fe et al., and I. and S. No. 
2778, crushed stone from Kansas City, Mo., to points in Kansas 
on the C. R. I. & P., has found unreasonable and unduly preju- 
dicial the interstate rates on crushed stone, from McDowell, 
Mo., and on gravel, from Holliday, Kan., to destinations in the 
Kansas City, Mo.-Kan., switching district. A like finding has 
been made as to the rates on crushed stone from Birmingham, 
McDowell, Pixleys, and Hueyette, Mo., and Morris and Everett, 
Kan., to destinations in Kansas, and on like traffic from Morris 
and Everett and Hueyette, Mo., and gravel, from Holliday, 
Kan., to destinations in Missouri. 

The undue prejudice to Morris, Everett, Holliday and Huey- 
ette 4nd undue preference of Sugar Creek and Leeds, Mo., and 
unjust discrimination against interstate commerce, the Com- 
mission found to result from the relation of interstate rates on 
crushed stone from Morris, Everett, and Hueyette and on gravel 
from Holliday, to destinations in Missouri and the intrastate 
rates on crushed stone from Sugar Creek and Leeds, to the 
same destinations. 

The complainants in No. 18908 alleged the rates on crushed 
stone from Birmingham, McDowell, Pixleys and Hueyette to 
points in Kansas; also the rates applicable over interstate 
routes from Morris and Everett to the same destinations, were 
unreasonable, unduly prejudicial to them and unduly preferen- 
tial of competitors at Kansas City, Leeds and Sugar Creek, Mo., 
and in violation of the aggregate of intermediates part of the 
fourth section. 

Complainants in No. 19002 alleged the rates on crushed 
stone, from Morris and Everett and on gravel from Holliday to 
points in Missouri, also the rates applicable on crushed stone 
over interstate routes from Hueyette to the same destinations, 
were in violation of the first and third sections and particularly 
unduly preferential of competitors at points in the Kansas City, 
Mo., switching district and in Iowa. 

They further alleged-that the maintenance of a lower basis 
of intrastate rates on crushed stone, frem points in the Kansas 
City district, including Sugar Creek, to destinations in Mis- 
souri than applied from Morris and Evrett on crushed stone 
and on gravel from Holliday, also on crushed stone over inter- 
state routes from Hueyette to the same destinations, resulted 
in unreasonable prejudice to them, their localities and their 
traffic; in undue preference of crushed rock plants in the Kan- 
sas City district, including Sugar Creek: and unjust discrimi- 
nation against interstate commerce in violation of section 13. 
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The issue in the suspension case, according to the report 
was the propriety of reduced rates proposed by the Rock slang 


from Kansas City and St. Joseph, Mo., to destinations op its 
lines in Kansas. Upon protest of crushed rock plants at Huey. 
ette, Birmingham, McDowell, Pixley’s and Morris, complainant, 
in the title case, the schedules were suspended. They became 
effective January 17, 1928, when the suspension and voluntary, 
postponement expired. By the Commission’s permission, hoy. 
ever, the prior rates were re-established pending the decision 
of the Commission in the formal docket and suspension docke 
cases. 

The Missouri Portland Cement Company, referred to in the 
report as the intervener, came into the case in support of the 
defendants in the formal complaint cases. It has a rock crugh. 
ing plant at Cement City, Mo., near Sugar Creek. A copy of 
the complaint, No. 19002, bringing in issue the Missouri state 
rates was served on the Missouri authorities, but, according t) 
the report, they did not apppear at the hearing of which they 
were also notified. : 

In summing up his discussion of the matter, Commissione; 
Aitchison said the situation presented in respect of rates op 
crushed rock and gravel from the complaining Kansas an 
Missouri plants was similar to that considered in connection 
with the rates on cement and sand in the same general terri. 
tory. The rates, he said, from the complainants’ plants anj 
those from Sugar Creek and Leeds should be on the same basis 
and that no other basis would remove the cause of the 
complaints. 

No order was issued in the complaint cases. The report 
said the cases would be held open for 90 days to permit the 
state authorities to adjust intrastate rates to conform to the 
findings which are as follows: 


We find that the interstate rates maintained by defendants in 
No. 18908 on crushed stone, in carloads, from McDowell, Mo., and by 
defendants in No. 19002 on gravel, in carloads, from Holliday, Kans., 
to industrial and team track deliveries within the Kansas City, Mo.- 
Kans., switching district are, and for the future will be, unreasonable 
to the extent that they exceed or may exceed a rate of 60 cents per 
ton of 2,000 puonds, and unduly prejudicial to the extent that they 
exceed or may exceed the rate contemporaneously applicable on 
crushed stone, in carloads, to the same destinations from Sugar Creek, 
Leeds, Birmingham, Pixleys, and Hueyette, Mo., and Morris and 
Everett, Kans. 

We further find that the rates maintained by defendants in No. 
18908 on crushed stone, in carloads, from Birmingham, McDowell, 
Pixleys, and Hueyette to points in Kansas, also on like traffic moving 
interstate from Morris and Everett to the same destinations, and 
by defendants in No. 19002 on crushed stone, in carloads, from Morris 
and Everett, and on gravel, in carloads, from Holliday to points in 
Missouri, also on crushed stone, in carloads, moving interstate from 
Hueyette to the same destinations are, and for the future will be, 
unreasonable to the extent that they exceed or may exceed rates 
based upon a distance scale the same as that now in effect on 
crushed stone, in carloads, moving intrastate in Missouri and shown 
in column 1 of Appendix C for single-line hauls, plus an arbitrary of 
20 cents per ton for hauls over two or more lines not parts of the same 
system and not under a common ownership or control, and unduly 
prejudicial to the extent that they exceed or may exceed the rates 
contemporaneously in effect on crushed stone, in carloads, from 
Cement City (Sugar Creek) and Leeds, Mo., to the same destinations, 
distances under this scale to be calculated from Kansas City and 
the joint-line arbitrary to be added when shipments move out of 
Kansas City over lines other than those of the originating carrier. 

We further find in No. 19002 that the intrastate rates on crushed 
stone, in carloads, from Cement City (Sugar Creek) and Leeds to 
points in Missouri to the extent that they are, or for the future may 
be, lower than the interstate rates contemporaneously maintained 
on like traffic from Morris, Everett, and Hueyette, and on gravel, in 
earloads, from Holliday, to said destinations, result and will result 
in undue prejudice to Morris, Everett, Holliday, and Hueyette and 
shippers therefrom, in undue preference of Cement City (Sugar Creek) 
and Leeds and shippers therefrom, and in unjust discrimination 
against interstate commerce. 


We further find that said undue prejudice, undue preference, and 
unjust discrimination against interstate commerce can and should be 
removed by the establishment and maintenance of mates for the 
intrastate transportation of crushed stone, in carloads, from Cement 
City (Sugar Creek) and Leeds to said destinations, which shall not 
be lower than the interstate rates contemporaneously in effect on 
crushed stone, in carloads, from Morris, Everett, and Hueyette and 
on gravel, in carloads, from Holliday to the same destinations. 

In Investigation and Suspension Docket No. 2778 we find that the 
proposed rates have not been justified. This action is without preju- 
dice to the filing of schedules naming rates not to exceed those based 
on the mileage scale prescribed herein. An order will be entered 
discontinuing the suspension proceeding. 


The Missouri state scale on crushed rock, to be used in 
removing the undue prejudice and unjust discrimination, shown 
in Column 1 of appendix C, referred to in the finding, begins 
with 60 cents per net ton for 10 miles, which is the rate also 
for the first two five-mile blocks following the initial 10-mile 
block. It progresses five cents per ton for two five-mile blocks 
up to 160 miles; then four cents for two five-mile blocks 
running out at 200 miles with a rate of 146 cents. The rate is 
75 cents at 50 miles; 100 cents at 100 miles; and 125 cents 
at 150 miles. 


SULPHURIC ACID RATES 


The Commission, in No. 15627, Southern Agricultural Chem- 
ical Corporation vs. Big Four et al., on rehearing at the request 
of the defendant, has affirmed the finding of division 1, in 109 
I. C. C. 227, that the rates on sulphuric acid, in tank-car loads, 
from Evansville, Ind., and Louisville, Ky., to Lawrenceville, III, 
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are and will be unreasonable. The rates prescribed in con- 
nection with the original report are in effect, hence no order, 
the Commission says, is necessary. 





SOUTHWESTERN REPORT CHANGED 


The Commission, in a supplemental report written by Com- 
missioner Lewis, on reconsideration in No. 13535, Consolidated 
Southwestern Cases, has modified its prior reports, 123 I. C. C. 
903, and 139 I. C. C. 535, so as to authorize the Graysonia, 
Nashville & Ashdown to add the arbitraries authorized for 
addition to the rates prescribed for application over the routes 
of standard lines, to the rates over its line. 

A further modification is to transfer the International-Great 
Northern south of Devine to Laredo, Tex. from southwestern to 
Texas differential territory. 

A still further modification moves the group location of 
Ashdown, Ark., on traffic to and from St. Louis and points basing 
thereon. This modification is accomplished by amending appen- 
dix No. 11, p. 445, of the original report so as to eliminate 
Ashdown from the description of group 13 and adding Ashdown 
to the list of points in group 12. 


SAWDUST OVERCHARGE CLAIM 


In a report on_ reconsideration in No. 17055, American 
Smelting & Refining Co. et al. vs. Director-General, as agent, 
the Commission has modified the original report, 123 I. C. C. 136, 
made by division 4, so as to direct the defendant to pay an 
overcharge claim, for $5.46, to the smelting company instead 
of to the Omaha Box Company, arising out of the shipment 
of a carload of sawdust from Danbury, Wis., to Omaha, Neb., 
in December, 1919. The smelting company bought the sawdust 
from the box company on a delivered basis. An informal and 
a formal complaint had to be filed, the Director-General resist- 
ing payment. Among his contentions was one that the Omaha 
Chamber of Commerce’s informal complaint in behalf of the 
smelting company could not be invoked in behalf of the box 
company. In disposing of the case, the Commission said: 


From the beginning the real issue has been obscured by defend- 
ant in a maze of technicalities. Section 6 makes it the duty of car- 
riers to publish and file tariffs and prohibits the charging of ‘a 
greater or less or different compensation * * * than the rates * * * 
which are specified in the tariffs * * *.’’ Since the filing of the in- 
formal complaint it has been apparent that the smelting company 
paid charges on an illegal basis and it was the plain duty of de- 
fendant to refund the excess over the tariff rate to the one who 
paid such excess. It is of no concern to defendant whether the ex- 
cess Was passed on to a third party pursuant to a contract of sale. 
The claim arose in contemplation of law the moment the overcharge 
was paid and the party who paid it was entitled to recovery from 
that moment. Compare Tyson & Jones Buggy Co. vs. A. & A. Ry. 
€o., 17 I. C. C. 386, Sez. 


CRUSHED LIMESTONE CHARGES 

The Commission, by division 4, in No. 19619, Belt Line 
Brick Co. vs. Rutland Railroad, has found that the rate of 
$2.195, charged on three less-than-carload shipments of crushed 
limestone shipped from Brandon, Vt., to Fulford, Fla., in 1925 
and 1926, was inapplicable and that the applicable rate was 
$1.88. There was an embargo on such carload traffic. One 
carload was split into three L. C. L. shipments and sent for- 
ward on three different days. The Commission said that if a 
factor of $1.21 to Jacksonville, Fla., was collected, the defendant 
should promptly refund it. The Commission said it could not 
require refund of any overcharges resulting from it, on this 
record, because the carriers participating in that factor, were 
not named as defendants. 





ROOFING MATERIAL RATES 


A finding of unreasonableness, an award of reparation and 
an order requiring a new rate not later than August 11, have 
been made in No. 19809, Pecos Valley Lumber Co. vs. Santa Fe 
et al., as to a rate of $1.035 on roofing and roofing material, 
from Chicago, IIll., to Roswell, N. M. The Commission, by 
division 4, found it unreasonable to the extent it exceeded or 
might exceed 81.5 cents. 





GRAPE CASE DISMISSED 
The Commission, by division 4, has dismissed No. 19964, 
James Tozzi vs. Erie et al., finding not unreasonable or unduly 
prejudicial the rate charged on grapes, carloads, from points 
in California to Jersey City, N. J., shipped in 1926. 





BUILDING TILE RATE 
The Commission, by division 4, has dismissed No. 20214, 
National Fire Proofing Co. vs. Pullman Railroad et al., finding 
not unreasonable the rate on hollow building tile, from Pullman, 
Ill., to Louisville, Ky. 


REBUILT CAR CHARGES 


The Commission, by division 2, in No. 19419, Haffner Thrall 
Car Company vs. Northern Pacific, has found inapplicable the 
charges collected on rebuilt railway cars, moving under load, 
from Gary, Ind., and Washington Heights, IIl., to Granite, 
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Idaho, and thence empty to Vader, Wash., at which point the 
cars were turned over to the Longview, Portland & Northern 
which had bought them from the complainant. The cars were 
rebuilt with material from dismantled cars. Seven flat cars 
were involved. The complainant, the builder of the cars, sold 
them on a delivered price to the Longview road. So as to get 
them to destination at the least transportation expense, the 
car company had the flat cars loaded with materials for the 
Northern Pacific for delivery at Granite, with instructions to 
forward them, on the mileage equalization plan, to the junc- 
tion of the Longview at Vader. The rates on cars were paid 
to the points of loading. 

It was contended by the complainant, which received mile- 
age from the other roads, that the cars were in interchange 
service when they moved over the Northern Pacific with com- 
pany material for that road. The Northern Pacific contended 
that the correspondence about the cars negatived the implica- 
tion that the cars were in interchange service. With that the 
Commission said it could not agree. It said there was nothing 
of record to overcome the presumption that the cars became 
instrumentalities or facilities of commerce in interchange serv- 
ice when received with loads at Gary and Washington Heights. 
It pointed out that if the defendant had desired to handle the 
lading, which was company material, in its own equipment over 
its own line, there was nothing to show that the material could 
not have been transferred to such equipment at St. Paul or 
Minnesota Transfer, Minn. 


PER CAR CHARGE ON PEARS 


An order of dismissal has been made in No. 163864, Joint 
Council of the International Apple Shippers Association et al. 
vs. Erie et al., the Commission, by division 3, finding not un- 
reasonable or otherwise unlawful a charge of $7.50 per car 
under Rule 240-C of Fairbanks’ Perishable Protective tariff, 
on green pears, shipped from Voorhies, Ore., to New York City, 
stored in transit at Jersey City, N. J. The Commission said 
that the claim for reparation was barred by the statute of 
limitations. The claim was not filed within two years nor 
within 90 days from the time the charge of $7.50 was collected. 
The complaint alleged the charge was unlawful as well as un- 
reasonable, so the only question was as to whether the charge 
was warranted under the tariff, the complainant contending that 
it was not. 

According to the report the shipper elected to take a 
service less than the stated refrigeration, at $55 per car, by 
ordering two tons of ice placed in the bunkers, at a cost of 
$4 per ton, and other charges the validity of which was not 
questioned. The $7.50 chargé was that which is provided for 
in the rules when the shipper tells the carrier not to re-ice. 
The complainant asserted that no such instruction was given 
in this case and that therefore the charge did not apply. It 
further contended that in the absence of instructions specifically 
provided for in the rule the Erie should have refused the 
shipment. The defendants said that although the shipper did 
not employ the exact language of the rule, he did in effect 
indicate the equivalent by directing that one ton of ice should 
be placed in each end of the car. In disposing of the case, 
the Commission said: 


In Perishable Freight Investigation, 56 I. C. C. 449, we gave con- 
sideration to the cost of the various services enumerated and recom- 
mended the adoption of a rule substantially similar to the one naming 
the $7.50 charge assailed. In that case in referring to the rule we 
said that it offered shippers, where the haul is short or weather con- 
ditions favorable, the opportunity to order less than the maximum 
amount of ice or to furnish it themselves, and that the additional 
charge provided 6ver and above the initial cost of the ice is in- 
tended to cover other factors of refrigeration cost.. 


STRUCTURAL STEEL RATE 


The Commission, by division 4, in No. 19908, J. R. Forner 
Co. vs. Missouri Pacific et al., has found unreasonable a rate 
of 69 cents on nine shipments of structural steel, from Speed- 
way, Mo., near Kansas City, to Rudd, Okla., in 1926, to the 
extent it exceeded 55 cents, the subsequently established rate. 
The 55-cent rate was applicable from Kansas City, but not from 
Speedway, which, the report said, usually took the Kansas City 
rate. Later the 55-cent rate was established from Speedway. 


SCRAP ZINC RATE ORDERED 


The Commission, by division 3, in No. 19529, Federated 
Metals Corporation vs. Delaware, Lackawanna & Western et al., 
has found unreasonable the rate on scrap zinc, carloads, from 
Waterbury, Conn., to Chicago, Ill., to the extent it exceeded 
or may exceed 80 per cent of the contemporaneous sixth class 
rate. Reparation has been awarded and the carriers have been 
ordered to establish a rate on the new basis not later than 
August 11. 


BRICK RATE INAPPLICABLE 


A finding of inapplicability and an award of reparation 
have been made in No. 19681, Baker & Holmes Company vs. 
Florida East’ Coast et al.,.as to the rate charged on six carloads 
of building brick shipped, in 1924, from Shawnee, O., to Fort 
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Pierce, Fla. The Commission, by division 4, found that the ap- 
plicable rate was 36.5 cents. Commissioner Brainerd said he 
concurred in the conclusions in this report out of deference to 
prior rulings. 


COAL SCREENINGS RATE 


In No. 19900, Thompson Yards, Inc., vs. Great Northern et 
al., the Commission, by division 4, has found applicable but un- 
reasonable the rate of $4,56 on bituminous coal screenings, 
shipped from Zeigler, Ill., to Sioux Falls, S. D., to the extent it 
exceeded $3.85 and awarded reparation. The rate of $3.85 was 
established over the route of movement, in 1924, after the ship- 
ments had been made. 





APPLE RATE CASE 
The Commission, by division 4, has dismissed No. 19592, 
Segal Company vs. Green Bay & Western et al., finding ap- 
plicable the rate charged on a carload of apples, shipped in 
1924, from Hatches Crossing, Mich., to Appleton, Wis. 





COAL CASE DISMISSED 


An order of dismissal has been made in No. 16831, Aude- 
bert Wall Paper Mills et al. vs. Illinois Central et al., the Com- 
mission, by division 1, finding applicable the rates on coal, 
from mines in Kentucky to Summerdale, Jefferson Park, and 
Edewater, Ill., stations within the Chicago switching district. 
The dismissal was based on the record and Chicago Coal Mer- 
chants’ Association vs. N. Y. C., 129 I. C. C. 2038. 


TEAM TRACK STORAGE CHARGES 


The Commission, by division 2, has dismissed No. 16707, 
Eastern Shore of Virginia Produce Exchange vs. Pennsylvania, 
finding not unreasonable or unduly prejudicial the defendant’s 
team track storage charges maintained at stations. on its Nor- 


folk division on shipments of fruits and vegetables on cars 
held for loading. 





IRON AND STEEL REPARATION 

The Commission, by division 1, in No. 14210, Lindeteves 
Stockvis vs. Director General, as agent, et al., on further hear- 
ing, has reversed its finding in the prior report, 89 I. C. C. 3, that 
a claim for reparation on seven carloads of iron and steel from 
points in Ohio, Pennsylvania and Wisconsin to San Francisco, 
Cal., shipped for export, the transportation charges on which 
were paid in the federal control period, was barred by the stat- 
ute of limitations. It now finds that the domestic rates charged 
were inapplicable and awards reparation to the basis of the 
contemporaneous export rates. 

The Commission said that upon further consideration it had 
come to the opinion that its former conclusion as to reparation 
on the seven cars was erroneous. It pointed out that section 
206 (c) of the transportation act extended the period in which 
reparation might be made on account of overcharges collected 
in the federal control period to two years and six months from 
the end of federal control. It said that while Congress could 
not have revived a claim against a railroad, it could create a 
claim against the government, if it so elected, “and therefore 
can competently lift a stale claim against it out of the bar of 
the statute of limitations,” and that Congress had done so in 
such cases as this one. It said that the complaint was filed 


within the extended period and intercepted the bar of the 
amended statute. 


UNGROUND COCOA BEAN SHELL RATES 


The Commission, by division 1, in No. 18724, Summers 
Fertilizer Co., Inc., vs. Canton Railroad et al., has found un- 
reasonable for the future but not for the past the rate on 
unground cocoa bean shells, having value for fertilizer purposes 
only, from Frankford, Pa., to Baltimore, Md., to the extent it 


may exceed 13.5 cents. That rate is to be established not 
later than July 30. 


STEEL COTTON TIE RATE 

The Commission, by division 4, has dismissed No. 19626, 
Carnegie Steel Company vs. Baltimore & Ohio et al., finding 
not unreasonable or otherwise unlawful the rate on steel cotton 
ties, carloads, from Youngstown, O., to Wilmington, N. C. Rep- 
aration was sought on five carloads shipped in 1923. The ques- 
tion was one of tariff interpretation. A commodity rate of 
36.5 cents was originally applied. Later the class A rate of 
50.5 cents was assessed on the ground that the commodity rate 
did not apply over the route of movement. The route was 
designated by the shipper which was not through Portsmouth, 
Va., through which point, it was admitted, the lower rate was 
applicable. The complainant pointed out that there was no 
routing restriction in connection with the route used and that 
the shipment could have gone through Portsmouth by hauling 
from Norlina, N. C., back to Portsmouth and then back to Nor- 
lina. The Commission said that that would have called for 232 
miles of additional transportation and clearly was not required 
by the routing instructions of the shipper. 
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The 36.5 cent rate was applicable over a route in conneg. 
tion with the Baltimore Steam Packet Company and the Chega. 
peake Steamship Company, but ties were embargoed over that 
route at that time. The Commission said that the fact tha 
the water routes were embargoed against this traffic was jp. 
material, for, as found in North Packing & Provision Company 
vs. Director-General, 73 I. C. C. 749, the rate over the en. 
bargoed route needed not to be protected if the shipper electeq 
because of such embargo, to ship over a more expensive route 


STATION STATUS CASE 


The Commission, by division 4, in I. and S. No. 3064, restrict. 
ing Costen, Md., to non-agency station, has found not justified 
the proposal of the Pennsylvania to restrict Costen, Md., to a4 
non-agency station. The Commission said the respondent haq 
not raised the question of its jurisdiction in such a matter anq 
that in view of its conclusions, that feature needed not to be 
discussed. 

At the hearing the Pennsylvania said that, although the 
schedules provided for the dispensing of the services of an 
agent at Costen entirely, it was proposed to have an agent at 
that point in July and August when shipments of vegetables 
were heavy, and also in May and June if the volume of traffic 
justified. The Pennsylvania said that now that there were in. 
proved highways the necessity for stations every few miles no 
longer existed and that the public demand was for more regular 
and rapid freight service than could be afforded under the old 
method of handling freight at many small stations 

The Commission’s finding of non-justification was without 
prejudice to the filing of new schedules in accordance with the 


suggestion as to the service of an agent at the heavy shipping 
period. 





RATE ON TIN ORE 

In No. 19225, Federated Metals Corporation vs. Pennsylva- 
nia, the Commission, by division 4, has found the fifth class rate 
on tin ore, carloads, from New York Harbor, N. Y., to Pittsburgh, 
Pa., not unreasonable nor unjustly discriminatory but unduly 
prejudicial. The undue prejudice has been ordered removed. 
Reparation was denied. 

Charges on the shipments involved were based on a fifth- 
class rate of 34 cents, minimum 50,000 pounds, applicable to tin 
ore released to a value exceeding 5 cents but not exceeding 40 
cents per pound. The report said the actual average value of 
the ore included in the shipments was 28 cents per pound, and 
that had the shipper declared the value to be 5 cents per pound, 
thereby relieving defendant from liability in excess of that 
amount, the sixth class rate of 28.5 cents would have been ap- 
plicable. The Commission said the record did not disclose why 
that was nof done. 

The Commission found that “the rate charged for the trans- 
portation of tin ore released to a value exceeding 5 cents per 
pound but not exceeding 40 cents per pound, in carloads, from 
New York Harbor, N. Y., to Pittsburgh, Pa., results in undue 
prejudice to complainant and undue preference of shippers of 
tin in pigs, bars, or slabs, in carloads to the extent that the car- 
load rate on tin ore, released to a value exceeding 5 cents per 
pound but not exceeding 40 cents per pound, exceeds or may 
éxceed the rate applicable to carload shipments of tin in pigs, 
bars, or slabs.” 

The order for the future is effective September 1. 


CABBAGE FRAME CHARGES 
A finding of inapplicability and an award of reparation have 
been made in No. 19392, Gamble Robinson Co. vs. M. & St. L., 
as to the charges collected on frames used in shipments of 
bulk cabbage, carloads, from Donna and Corpus Christi, Tex., 
to Minneapolis. The Commission, by division 4, interpreted a 


rule in the governing tariff so as to make the charges inap- 
plicable. 


LUBRICATING OIL CASE DISMISSED 
The Commission, by division 4, has dismissed No. 19288, 
Hutchinson Oil Co. vs. Santa Fe et al., finding not unreasonable 


the rate charged on lubricating oil from Galena, Tex., to Hutchin- 
son, Kans., shipped in 1923. 





CLAY RATES 


An order of dismissal has been entered in No. 18811, Texas 
Pacific Coal & Oil Co. vs. Santa Fe et al. and a sub-number 
thereunder, Champlin Refining Co. vs. Chicago, Rock Island & 
Gulf et al., the Commission, by division 2, finding not unreason- 
able the rates on clay, from Los Angeles and Palm City, Calif., 
to Fort Worth and Hodge Junction, Tex., and Enid, Okla. The 
clay involved in this case is the stuff used in oil refineries for 
the decolorization and purification of petroleum products. 


RATES ON COAL 


The Commission, on further hearing in No. 14454, Wyoming 
Coal Company vs. Virginiaan et al.; No. 13832, Gulf Coal Com- 
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“4 Cc. & O. et al.; and No. 14498, Ragland Coal Company vs. 


vs. 


Virginian (opinion No. 13444, 142 I. C. C. 681-97), has affirmed - 


its prior finding in accordance with which rates from points on 
the Virginian in the New River districts to western destina- 
tions on the Chesapeake & Ohio were established after the 
Supreme Court of the United States said the Commission had 
power to order such rates. In the rehearing the C. & O. tried 
to persuade the Commission it should not require such rates. 

In the cases joined with the Wyoming complaint in this 
report the Commission has found that the same sort of rates 
should be made, eastbound, on the district basis, from mines 
on the Virginian to destinations on the C. & O. New rates 
are to be effective not later than October 1. 


REFRIGERATION CHARGES CUT 


Reductions in some refrigeration charges, not later than 
August 15, have been ordered in No. 17020, American Fruit 
Growers, Inc., of California, et al. vs. Southern Pacific et al., 
No. 17082, California Farm Bureau Federation et al. vs. Same; 
No. 17839, Alamo Packing Co. et al. vs. Same; No. 17902, 
Caruso, Rinella,. Battaglia Co., Inc., vs. Same; No. 15072, Mari- 
copa County Farm Bureau et al. vs. Abilene & Southern et al., 
and No. 17361, Ryan Fruit Co et al. vs. Southern Pacific et al. 
Fourth section applications Nos. 11428, 12825, 128386 and 13022 
were heard in connection with these cases. 

Lower rates were ordered in connection with findings of 
unreasonableness and undue prejudice contained in a report 
written by Commissioner McManamy. Some of the six com- 
plaints were heard separately but they were joined with the 
title case for decision. Proposed reports were made and all, 
except No. 17361, were orally discussed before the Commission. 
That case was presented under the shortened procedure method. 

Complainants and interveners are cooperative organizations, 
corporations, copartners or individuals, growing, shipping and 
receiving melons, fresh fruits and vegetables originating in the 
Imperial and San Joaquin valleys in California, Salt River 
valley in Arizona and the Moapa valley of Nevada. With the 
exception of No. 17361, according to the report, they attacked 
the stated refrigeration charges on melons and green vegetables 
from the Imperial and Salt River valleys as unreasonable, 
unduly prejudicial to the complainants and unduly preferential 
of shippers of such commodities from points in group A in 
California, the San Joaquin valley. 

The complaint in No. 17361 attacked the stated charges on 
melons from the San Joaquin valley, Imperial valley, and Moapa 
valley to specified destinations in Idaho, Utah, Wyoming, Wash- 
ington, Oregon, Montana and some points east thereof as 
unreasonable to the extent they exceeded or might exceed the 
charges on green vegetables. The prayer was for lawful rates 
and reparation on shipments of cantaloupes to the complainants 
in Nos. 17020, 17361, 17839 and 17902. 

The California origin groups may be roughly described by 
saying that group A is the San Joaquin valley; B the Imperial 
valley and C the territory along the main line of the Southern 
Pacific, Banning and points southeast thereof. The Arizona 
groups are: A, northern Arizona and B, the Salt River valley. 

In Nos. 17631 and 17839 the complainants raised the ques- 
tion whether cantaloupes were properly included in the rates 
imposed on “melons, all kinds.” The carriers assessed the 
melon rates. The shippers contended that the applicable charges 
were those on “perishable freight, not otherwise indexed by 
name.” After the hearing the parties in No. 17839 agreed that 
that question should be submitted on the record in Brown vs. 
Cc. R. I. & P., 112 I. C. C. 545, then pending. In that case 
division 3 found that the classification of cantaloupes as melons 
was not an error and that the charges on cantaloupes so classi- 
fied were not unlawful. 

No. 15072 was reopened for further hearing. In the original 
report, 109 I. C. C. 472, division 2 found that the stated re- 
frigeration charges on melons from points in Maricopa county, 
Arizona, to points in Texas, Denver, Colo., and points east 
thereof were not unreasonable but unduly prejudicial to the 
extent they exceeded or might exceed the charges from points 
in the Bakersfield district, in California, to the same destina- 
tions, by more than $10 per car. The Maricopa county points 
are in Arizona group B, the Salt River valley group. 

After the proposed report in No. 17020 and related cases 
was submitted, the report said, the complainants asked for an 
investigation of the refrigeration charges on cantaloupes from 
California and Arizona. The Commission said that in view of 
the findings herein that petition was denied. 

The relativity of the charges on melons and vegetables 
from California groups A and B and Arizona group B is shown 
in a table in the report. The charges~to New York, Kansas 
City and Salt Lake City, it is believed, are illustrative. On 
melons from group A of California to New York the charge is 
$110 per car and on vegetables $90 per car; from group B, 
California, they are $140 on melons and $95 on vegetables. 
The rates from Arizona group B to New York are the same. 

The charges from California group A to Kansas City on 
melons is $90 and on vegetables, $70; from group B the 
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charges are $120 and $75, respectively. The charges from 
Arizona group B are the same as from California group B. 

The charges from California group A to Salt Lake City are 
$70 on melons and $50 on vegetables; from group B, $100 and 
$55, respectively. The charges from Arizona group B are $105 
and $60, respectively. 

The carriers, Mr. McManamy said, desired to increase the 
charges on all perishables from Arizona group A to the level 
of the charges from Arizona group B, or, in the case of melons 
and vegetables, to the level the Commission might prescribe 
in No. 15702. Such increases, without corresponding increases 
from California group A, Mr. McManamy said, would violate 
the long-and-short-haul part of section 4. 

The present charges from Nevada group B, the report said, 
were from $15 to $30 in excess of those from California group A. 

Both complainants and carriers presented cost studies sim- 
ilar to those which have been presented: in many other refrigera- 
tion charge cases, divided into many parts, as was done in the 
earlier cases. In disposing of the cases the Commission made 
the following findings: 


1. That the refrigeration charges assailed by complainants in 
Nos. 17361 and 17839 were applicable. 

2. That the refrigeration charges on melons, in carloads, from 
points in California Group A to destinations embraced in No. 17361 
are not unreasonable. 

3. That the refrigeration charges on melons and lettuce, in 
carloads, from points in California Group B and Arizona Group B 
to interstate destinations in North Dakota, South Dakota, Nebraska, 
Colorado east of and including Colorado common points, Arizona, 
New Mexico, Texas, and points east of those states, are, and for 
the future will be, unreasonable and unduly prejudicial to the extent 
that they exceed or may exceed the present charges on like ship- 
ments from California Group A to the same destinations. The find- 
ings in our original report in No. 15072 are modified accordingly. 

4. That the refrigeration charges on melons, in carloads, from 
points in California Group B and Arizona Group B to interstate des- 
tinations other than those described in finding No. 3 are, and for 
the future will be, unreasonable and unduly prejudicial to the extent 
that they exceed or may exceed the present charges on like ship- 
ments from California Group A to the same destinations by more 
than $20 per car, the charges from or to intermediate points in no 
case to exceed those from or to more distant points. 

5. That the refrigeration charges on lettuce, in carloads, from 
points in California Group B and Arizona Group B to interstate des- 
tinations other than those described in finding No. 3 and the re- 
frigeration charges assailed on green vegetables, other than lettuce, 
in carloads, are not unreasonable or unduly prejudicial. 

6. That the refrigeration charges on melons, in carloads, from 
points in Nevada Group B to Pocatello, Idaho, Billings and Butte, 
Mont., Cheyenne, Wyo., Salt Lake City and Ogden, Utah, Denver, 
Colo., Omaha and Lincoln, Nebr., Minneapolis, Minn., and Chicago, 
Ill., are, and for the future will be, unreasonable to the extent that 
they exceed or may exceed the present charges on like shipments 
from points in California Group A to the same destinations. 

7. That fourth-section relief be, and it is hereby, denied as here- 
inbefore stated. 

Our conclusions herein are without prejudice to any different con- 
clusions that may be reached in the consideration of No. 20769, Re- 
frigeration Charges on Fruits, Vegetables, Berries and Melons from 
the west, now pending. As the investigation contemplated in that 
case will undoubtedly result in a broader and more comprehensive 
record than that before us here, determination of the issues relating 
to the reasonableness of refrigeration charges assessed on past ship- 
ments will be deferred pending our decision in No. 20769. 


Dissenting, in part, Commissioner Eastman pointed out that 
in the matter of freight rates the origin groups in California, 
Arizona and Nevada, on melons and green vegetables, were the 
same, while there were differences, in refrigeration charges, 
Arizona and Nevada shippers having to pay higher charges. 

“Differences in distance are disregarded,” said Mr. Eastman, 
“and Arizona and Nevada are effectually deprived of their ad- 
vantage in location over California on eastbound traffic. This 
being so, the refrigeration charges should be treated in the 
same way and based upon weighted average costs from all the 
groups. In other words, it seems to me to be unduly preju- 
dicial to deprive the Arizona and Nevada groups of their ad- 
vantage in transportation costs, so far as freight rates are 
concerned, and at the same time to make them bear the burden 
of their disadvantage in refrigeration costs, if there is such a 
disadvantage, when it comes to refrigeration charges.” 

With the findings of unreasonableness Mr. Eastman dis- 
agreed. He said that if the records in these cases were ac- 
curately reflected in the majority report, they seemed to him 
wholly inconclusive upon issues under the first section. The 
evidence on both sides, he said, had contributed more to doubt 
and confusion than to anything else. He said it furnished con- 
vincing proof of the urgent need for the investigation instituted 
in No. 20769, “but no other proof, so far as I can see.” 

Commissioners Woodlock and Brainerd concurred in that 
expression. 

Fourth section relief was denied in the text of the report, 
as mentioned in the findings, and formally in fourth section 
order No. 9840, effective October 20, 1928. Fourth section order 
No. 7595, entered on February 17, 1920, to the extent it conflicts 
with the new order, has been vacated and set aside. 


SUSPENDED TARIFFS 
In I. and S. No. 3126, the Commission has suspended from 
June 28 until January 28, schedules as published in Atchison, 
Topeka & Santa Fe, I. C. C. No. 10626, and supplement No. 15 
to Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific, I. C. C. No. C-11530. The 
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suspended schedules propose to change rules governing transit 
on grain and grain products at points in Kansas, when originat- 
ing in Oklahoma and destined to points in Texas, by providing 
that the rate from origin to transit point, or origin to destina- 
tion, or transit point to destination, whichever is higher, will 
apply in lieu of the present rules which generally provide that 
rates from origin to destination will apply. This would result 
in increases over the existing provisions. 

In I. and S. No. 3125, the Commission has suspended from 
June 25 until January 25 schedules as published in supplement 
No. 25 to Agent E. B. Boyd’s tariff I. C. C. No. A-1622. The 
suspended schedules propose to restrict the routing of iron and 
steel articles from Steelton, Minn., to Sterling, Ill., and other 
destinations on the Chicago & North Western and the Chicago, 
St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha so as not to apply in connec- 
tion with the Waterloo, Cedar Falls & Northern as an inter- 
mediate carrier. 


COMMISSION ORDERS 


No. 19216, Acme Brick Co. vs. Illinois Central et al. Pro- 
ceeding has been reopened for reconsideration as to reparation 
on record as made. 

No. 16369, Portland Traffic & Transportation Assn. et al. 
vs. Oregon-Washington Railroad & Navigation Co. et al. Pro- 
ceeding has been reopened for reconsideration; petition of de- 
fendants for reargument and reconsideration has been denied, 
in view of division 3 reopening case for reconsideration. 

No. 18174, F. W. Brownyard vs. Union Pacific et al., and 
No. 19106, Beaman Elevator Co. vs. Chicago & North Western 
et al. Proceedings reopened for reconsideration on records as 
made. 

No. 18468, S. J. Peabody Lumber Co. vs. Pennsylvania et al. 
Proceeding reopened for reconsideration. 

No. 18432, Armour & Co. vs. Atlantic Coast Line et al. 
Proceeding reopened for further consideration. 

No. 18775, Northwest Paper Co. vs. Milwaukee et al. 
Proceeding reopened for reconsideration. 

No. 17567, Dallas Cotton Exchange et al. vs. Abilene & 
Southern et al. Defendants’ petition for consolidation thereof 
with docket 17000, part 3, or, in the alternative, for reopening 


for further hearing, denied, and proceeding reopened for oral 
argument. 


No. 18813, Wm. S. Merrell Co. vs. Burlington et al., and 
No. 18814, Same vs. Baltimore & Ohio et al. Complainant’s peti- 
tion for reopening and reconsideration denied. 

No. 15270, A. Spates Brady vs. Baltimore & Ohio et al. 
Defendants’ petition for reopening to receive testimony excluded 
by examiner at hearing, denied. 

No. 17985, Express Publishing Co. vs. Galveston, Harrisburg 
& San Antonio. Defendant’s petition for reopening, for oral 
argument and modification of report, or reopening for recon- 
sideration on record as made, denied. 

No. 18307, Marvil Package Co. vs. Norfolk Southern et al., 
and No. 18569, Vineland Basket Co. et al. vs. Pennsylvania et al. 
The order entered in these proceedings on March 1, 1928, which 
was by its terms made effective May 28, 1928, and subsequently 
modified on April 19, 1928, to become effective on July 28, 1928, 
has been further modified so that it will become effective on 
September 28, 1928. 

Wo. 16200, Oklahoma Traffic Assn. et al. vs. Alabama & Vicks- 
burg et al. The proceeding has been reopened for reconsid- 
eration upon record heretofore made therein, and that order 
heretofore entered in said proceeding on May 21, 1927, has been 
vacated and set aside. 

No. 18432, Armour & Co. vs. Atlantic Coast Line et al. 
The order entered in this proceeding on March 15, 1928, has 
been vacated and set aside. 

No. 20254, Publishers’ Association of New York City et al. 
vs. Bangor & Aroostook et al., and 20254 (Sub. 1), Same vs. 
Algoma Eastern et al. Tribune Co., Tonawanda Paper Co., 
Inc., and Ontario Paper Co. permitted to intervene. 

No. 17498, Litwood Oil & Supply Co. et al. vs. Santa Fe 
et al., and cases grouped therewith. Simms Oil Co. permitted 
to intervene. 

No. 14953, A. B. A. Independent Oil & Gasoline Co. et al. 
vs. Santa Fe et al., and No. 17001, Manhattan Oil Co. vs. Santa 
Fe et al. These proceedings are reopened for rehearing at such 
time and place as Commission may hereafter direct, as to rates 
for future. 

No. 18212, Meridian Traffic Bureau vs. Columbus & Green- 
ville et al. Petition of Southern Pacific Lines, Illinois Central 
and Yazoo & Mississippi Valley for reconsideration and vacation 
of order; rehearing, if necessary; reconsideration, and reargu- 
ment on brief, denied. 

No. 20482 (Sub. 1), West Virginia Pulp and Paper Co. vs. 
Central of Georgia et al. The Champion Coated Paper Co. and 
Champion Fibre Co. permitted to intervene. 

No. 21045, New England Lime Manufacturers’ Assn. et al. 
vs. Boston & Maine et al. National Mortar and Supply Co. 
permitted to intervene. 

No. 20133 (Sub. No. 1), the Pure Oil Co. vs. Rock Island 
et al. Floridin Co. permitted to intervene. 

No. 21047 (and Sub. Nos. 1 and 2), Allhoff Bros., Inc., et al. 
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vs. Alton & Eastern et al. 
mitted to intervene. 

No. 20850, St. Regis Paper Co. et al. vs. Ann Arbor et al 
The Champion Coated Paper Co. permitted to intervene. 

No. 14953, A. B. A. Independent Oil & Gasoline Co. et q 
vs. Santa Fe et al., and No. 17001, Manhattan Oil Co. vs. Sant, 
Fe et al. The order entered in these proceedings on March 
15, 1928, which was by its terms made effective May 29, 199 
and subsequently modified so as to become effective on July 29 
1928, on 30 days’ notice, has been further modified so that it 
will become effective on September 29, 1928. 

No. 15216, John M. Buckland, trading as National Slag (o, 
vs. Boston & Albany et al. The order entered in this proceeding 
on January 25, 1928, and subsequently modified May 14, 1999 
to. become effective on July 28, 1928, on 30 days’ notice, has 
been further modified so that it will become effective on Augug 
28, 1928. 

Finance No. 6817, in the matter of the application of Mis. 
souri-Kansas-Texas for authority to acquire control of St. Louis 
Southwestern and/or Kansas City Southern, and to issue cap. 
ital stock. The Fort Smith & Western permitted to intervene. 

No. 20618, Anchor Coal Co. et al. vs. Alton & Southern 
et al. United Drug Co. permitted to intervene. 

No. 20937, American Co. of Arkansas et al. vs. Ashley, Drew 
& Northern et al., and No. 20937, Sub. 1., American Co. of 
Arkansas et al. vs. Santa Fe et al. Jefferson Island Salt Min. 
ing Co., Inc., permitted to intervene. 

No. 20386, Commercial Club of Faulkton, S. D., vs. Mil. 
waukee et al. Complainants’ motion to amend complaint by 
substituting Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul & Pacific Railroad 
Co. as a party defendent in lieu of Chicago, Milwaukee & $&t. 
Paul, H. E. Byram, Mark W. Potter and Edw. J. Brundage, 
receivers thereof, has been granted. 

No. 20767, Standard Fire Brick Co. vs. Gulf, Colorado & 
Santa Fe et al. San Antonio Sewer Pipe Works and W. §. 
Dickey Clay Mfg. Co. permitted to intervene. 

No. 18641, Potomac Electric Power Co. et al vs. Chesapeake 
& Ohio et al. The order entered in this proceeding on April 
25, 1928, which was by its terms made effective on July 16, 
1928, upon 30 days’ notice, has been modified so that it will 
become effective on 10 days’ notice instead of on said 30 days’ 
notice. 

No. 17666, T. H. Wright vs. Trona Railway et al. The 
effective date of order heretofore entered in this proceeding 
on April 9, 1928, as amended by order entered on May 16, 1928, 
has been postponed to August 9, 1928. 

No. 20719, Omaha Chamber of Commerce Traffic Bureau 
vs. Chicago & North Western et al. Chamber of Commerce 
Traffic Bureau of Cedar Rapids, Ia., Traffic Bureau of Keokuk 
Chamber of Commerce, and Muscatine Shippers’ Assn. permitted 
to intervene. 

No. 16369, Portland Traffic & Transportation Assn. et al. vs. 
Oregon-Washington R. R. & Navigation Co. et al. The order 
entered in this proceeding on April 14, 1928, which was by its 
terms made effective June 15, 1928, and subsequently modified 
so as to become effective on June 30, 1928, has been further 
modified so that it will become effective on September 20, 1928, 
on 15 days’ notice, instead of June 30, 1928, on five days’ notice. 

No. 20782, Rock Island Chamber of Commerce Traffic 
Bureau et al. vs. Santa Fe et al. Chamber of Commerce Traffic 
Bureau of Cedar Rapids, Ia. and Muscatine Shippers’ Assn. per- 
mitted to intervene. 

No. 20098, Yates Grocery Co. vs. Seaboard Air Line et al. 
Lester Wells and Co. permitted to intervene. 

No. 20830, Kali-Inla Coal Co. vs. Rock Island et al. Missouri- 
Kansas-Texas; and Missouri-Kansas-Texas of Texas permitted 
to intervene. 

No. 20844, Americus Grocery Co. et al. vs. Alabama Great 
Southern et al. Atlantic Ice and Coal Company has been dis- 
missed as a party complainant hereto. 


Illinois Coal Traffic Bureay Der. 


SAND-GRAVEL-STONE CONFERENCE 


The committee of carriers and shippers appointed to make 
recommendations as to state and interstate rates on sand, gravel 
and crushed stone to destinations in Illinois south of the line 
of the Pennsylvania between St. Louis and Terre Haute, is 
composed of the following: 


For Illinois shippers—Roy Williams, H. G. Wilson, W. R. San- 
born, C. A. Jones, and Mr. Werner of the Charles Stone Company. 
For Indiana shippers—E. G. Sutton, N. E. Kelb, W. H. Sanders, 
and G. H. Natkemper. 


For the carriers—Traffic officials of the Big Four, Baltimore & 
Ohio, Southern, New York Central, Mobile & Ohio, Illinois Central, 
Chicago & Eastern Illinois, and Chicago, Burlington & Quincy. 


As announced in. The Traffic World of June 23, the com- 
mittee will meet with representatives of the Commission and 
the Illinois commission at Chicago, July 16, at Room 2001, City 
Hall Square Building. 

The procedure being followed in connection with I. and S. 
No. 3093 and the Illinois commission dockets Nos. 17841 and 
17863 is similar to that followed in 1925 in the settlement of 
I. and S. No. 2306 and I. and S. No. 2307, and related state cases 
which involved rates on the same commodities to destinations 
in central Illinois and western Indiana. 
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CANNED FRUIT-VEGETABLE RATES 


Adjustment of rates on canned fruits and vegetables, in 
metal caus, carloads, from Sumter, Summerton, Manning and 
Greeleyville, S. C., to points in central, southwestern and Kan- 
sas-Missouri territories, based on findings of unreasonableness 
and undue prejudice, has been recommended by Examiner A. E. 
Later, in No. .20086, Sumter Packing Co. vs. Atlantic Coast Line 
et al. Scales prescribed in Southern Class Rate Investigation, 
113 I. C. C. 200, and Consolidated Southwestern Cases, 123 
LC. C. 203, are to be used in making new rates. Later said the 
record as to rates from Sumter to Iowa, western Illinois, Kan- 
sas and Missouri points not within Kansas-Missouri territory, 
as described in Consolidated Southwestern Cases, and to Wis- 
consin, was insufficient to afford a basis of a finding of un- 
reasonableness. 

The complaint alleged the rates to many points in Kansas, 
Kentucky, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Louisiana, Missouri, Missis- 
sippi, Nebraska, Ohio, Tennessee and Wisconsin were unrea- 
sonable, unduly prejudicial to the origin points and unduly 
preferential of producing and shipping points in Florida, Georgia, 
the Carolinas, Mississippi and Louisiana and unduly prejudicial 
to destinations in Kansas and Missouri, unduly preferential of 
destinations in Arkansas and Oklahoma, and in violation of 
the long-and-short-haul part of the fourth section. In disposing 
of the case, Later said: 


The Commission should find that the rates from Sumter, Man- 
ning, Summerton and Greeleyville to points in Kansas-Missouri ter- 
ritory were not unreasonable in the past, except as hereinafter noted, 
but will be unreasonable in the future to the extent they exceed 
or may exceed the rates prescribed in Consolidated Southwestern 
Cases, supra, for movement between these points; that from the same 
origin points to points in Indiana, Illinois, and Ohio, the rates were 
not unreasonable in the past but will be unreasonable in the future to 
the extent they exceed or may exceed the class 7 rates of the K-2 
scale to the Va. cities’ gateways with the Q-2 scale beyond prescribed 
in the Southern Class Rate Investigation, supra, for movement between 
these points; that the rates from the same origin points to the Ohio and 
Mississippi river crossings were not unreasonable in the past but will 
be unreasonable for the future to the extent they exceed or may 
exceed the class 7 rates of the K-2 scale prescribed in the Southern 
Class Rate Investigation, supra. The Commission should also find 
that the rates charged from Sumter, Manning, Summerton, and 
Greeleyville to Springfield and West Plains, are unreasonable to the 
extent they exceeded, exceed or may exceed 58 cents and to Carthage, 
Sedalia, Clinton, Winfield, Fort Scott, Wichita, and Emporia to the 
extent they exceeded, exceed, or may exceed 79.5 cents. Complainant 
should comply with Rule V of our rules of practice. The Commission 
should also find that the rates from the same origin points to points 
in Kansas, Kentucky, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Louisiana, Missouri, 
Mississippi, Nebraska, Ohio, *hennessee, and Wisconsin are unduly 
prejudicial to those origin points and unduly preferential of producing 
and shipping points in Florida, Georgia, North Carolina, South Caro- 
lina, Mississippi, and Louisiana to the extent that the present rates 
from complainant’s shipping points exceed the domestic rates for 
comparable distances from the producing and shipping points which 
are herein found to be preferred. The prejudice should be ordered 
removed in accordance with the findings herein. The Commission 
should also find that the present rates and rating of vegetables in metal 
cans, in boxes, in less-carload quantities in southern territory is 
unreasonable to the extent that said rates and rating exceeds fourth 
class. The southern classification should be corrected to that basis. 
The present rating of fruit, in metal cans, in boxes, in less-carload 
quantities is not unreasonable. The Commission should also find that 
all fourth section applications filed on or before February 17, 1911, 
affecting any of the rates involved in this case have not been 
justified. The applications should be denied. The Commission should 
also find that there are departures from the long-and-short-haul pro- 
vision of the fourth section of the act, at* points in Kansas and Mis- 
souri and at Sumter on movements from Charleston, which depar- 
tures should be ordered removed. 


WRONG GATEWAYS USED 


In a proposed report in No. 20430, Bluefield Produce & 
Provision Co. vs. New York Central et al. and the Many cases 
joined with it, Examiner Thurston B. Johnston has recommended 
that the Commission find that the New York Central misrouted 
shipments of many commodities such as apples, in barrels, 
cabbages in bulk, canned fruits and vegetables, steel pulleys, 
egg carriers and fillers, rugs in bales and evaporated apples, 
in less than carloads, from points in New York state to Blue- 
field, Williamson, Welch and Davy, W. Va., in the two years 
preceding the filing of the complaints because it sent the un- 
routed shipments on joint rates via eastern gateweys such as 
Shippensburg, Pa. and Hagerstown, Md., higher than the com- 
binations on western gateways such as Buffalo, N. Y. and 
Columbus, O., routes through which converge at Kenova, W. 
Va. He said reparation should be awarded to the basis of the 
lower combinations. 

Carriers objected to testimony showing misrouting but the 
examiner said that the allegation that the rates were unreason- 
able covered misrouting. The complaints also alleged fourth 
section violations but Johnston said no violations appeared in 
the testimony. 

The examiner said that no defense of the rates assailed was 
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introduced. He said that the instant cases presented sub- 
stantially the same circumstances as in Amicon Fruit Co. vs. 
L. V., 128 I. C. C. 34, and that the evidence here warranted a 
similar finding of misrouting. The title case covers four sub- 
numbers, two, Same vs. Same, and two, Amicon Fruit Co. vs. 
Same; No. 20431, McDowell Wholesale Co. vs. Same; No. 204338. 
Flat Top Grocery Co. vs. Same, and five sub-numbers, McDowell 
Wholesale Co. vs. Same; Tug River Grocery Co. vs. Same; 
Huff, Andrews & Thomas vs. Same; and McDowell Wholesale 
Co. vs. Same; No. 20359, Bluefield Grocery. Co. vs. Same, and No. 
20360, J. Amicon Brothers & Co. vs. Same, and eighteen sub- 
numbers on behalf of the Amicon interests, and the Bluefield 
Produce and Provision Co.; No. 20361, Williamson Supply Co. 
vs. Same; No. 20362, Williamson Grocery Co. vs. Same; No. 
20363, Tug River Grocery Co. vs. Same, and three sub-numbers, 
Amicon Fruit Co. vs. Same; Williamson Grocery Co. vs. Same; 
McDowell County Wholesale Grocery Co., Inc., vs. Same; No. 
20492, Sterling Hardware Co. vs. Same, and No. 20506, Lewis 
Furniture Co., Inc., vs. Same. 


PROPOSED APPLE RATES 


In a proposed report in I. and S. No. 3057, apples from 
Idaho, Oregon and Washington to California, and No. 20300, 
California Fruit & Produce Co. et al. vs. Santa Fe et al., Ex- 
aminer Harris Fleming has recommended that the Commission 
find not unreasonable the rates on apples, pears and peaches, 
from points in Oregon and Washington, to San Diego, Calif., 
but that for the future the adjustment under consideration, on 
apples, will be unduly prejudicial to San Diego and unduly 
preferential of Los Angeles, to the extent that the rates to 
San Diego, applying over the short route via Los Angeles, 
exceed or may exceed, by more than 7 cents, the rates on 
like traffic from the same points of origin to Los Angeles. 
He said there was no basis for reparation. Those findings 
pertain to the complaint case. 

In respect of the suspension docket case, Fleming said the 
Commission should find justified the various changes proposed 
by the. carriers in the rates on apples from Oregon, Washington 
and Idaho, to San Francisco and Los Angeles, Calif., and points 
taking the same rates. The schedules were protested by organ- 
izations at points of origin in Washington and Oregon and at 
San Diego. The examiner said the Washington and Oregon 
protestants did not appear at the hearing. He said that only 
the situation in respect of apples needed to be considered in 
the formal complaint covering also pears, because only four 
shipments of pears were disclosed. 

In the suspended schedules the carriers proposed an upward 
revision, although some reduced rates were proposed, on the 
ground that as a result of water competition, both the existing 
and proposed rates were lower than normal rates. They filed 
joint rates to take the place of some of the existing combina- 
tions. The proposed rates, the examiner said, from Spokane, 
Walla Walla, and other points in the various origin groups to 
San Francisco and points grouped therewith were not observed 
as maxima at intermediate points. He said the carriers con- 
sidered that the rates were on a depressed level and that the 
adjustment they proposed would be protected by their fourth 
section applications. 

Typical present and proposed rates are as follows: Walla 
Walla to San Francisco increased from 65 to 79 cents; to Los 
Angeles, increased from 100.5 to 101 cents; from Spokane to 
San Francisco, increased from 79 to 84 cents; and to Los 
Angeles, no change in the rate of 106 cents; from Pendleton, 
Ore., to San Francisco, increased from 65 to 79 cents; to Los 
Angeles, 100.5 to 101 cents. 


RATES ON ROUGH GRANITE 


In No. 19709, J. P. Burgoin & Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et al., 
Examiner F. D Binkley says the Commission should find the 
rate charged on carload shipments of rough granite was ap- 
plicable from Middlebrook, Mo., but inapplicable from Lopez, 
Mo., to Elmwood, IIl., that the applicable rates are unreasonable 
for the past, present and future to the extent they exceed 19 
cents and that reparation should be awarded. He said defend- 
ants should be authorized to waive collection of undercharges. 
A rate of 21.5 cents was assailed. 


VEHICLE GEAR RATINGS 
Examiner Paul A. Colvin, in No. 20289, Collier-Keyworth Co. 
vs. Ann Arbor et al., has recommended that the Commission 
find unreasonable but not unduly prejudicial, the second class 
rating, in Official, Southern and Western Classifications, on 
children’s vehicle gears, set up, in carloads, to the extent it 
exceeds rule 25 in Official and third class in Southern and West- 
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ern classifications, which ratings, the examiner said, might be 
made subject to a minimum of 12,000 pounds, graduated under 
rule 34. Gardner, Mass., is the shipping point of the complain- 
ant. The complaint alleged the rating of second class, mini- 
mum 10,000 pounds, subject to rule 34, was unreasonable and 
unduly prejudicial to the extent it exceeded third class, mini- 
mum 12,000 pounds. 


COTTONSEED HULL SHAVINGS 

Examiner J. M. Fiedler has recommended the dismissal of 
No. 20452, Alexandria Bedding Co. vs. Beaumont, Sour Lake 
& Western et al., on a finding that the evidence in the case is 
insufficient for a determination of the commodity described as 
a carload of “cottonseed-hull shavings” shipped from Houston, 
Tex., to Alexandria, La. The carriers contended that the com- 
modity was second-cut linters. The complainant, according to 
the examiner, regarded second-cut linters the same as shavings. 
A rate of 45.5 cents was imposed. The complainant sought a 
rate of 21.5 cents and reparation. 


HORSE SHOE AND CALK RATES 

Attorney-Examiner W. A. Disque, in No. 20367, Phoenix 
Horse Shoe Co. vs. Chesapeake & Ohio et al., has recommended 
that the Commission find unreasonable the rates on horse shoes 
and toe calks, carloads, between Joliet, Ill., and Evansville, Ind., 
to the extent they exceed or may exceed 23.5 cents; 25 cents 
between Joliet and Louisville, Ky., and 24.5 cents between Joiet 
and Cincinnati. He has recommended reparation to the com- 
plainant. Disque said the defendants contended that the com- 
plainant’s evidence regarding the bearing of the freight charges 
was so conflicting that there existed no basis for an award of 
reparation, but that in view of Missouri Portland Cement Co. vs. 
Director-General, 88 I. C. C. 492, that question was not im- 
portant. He said the complainant paid the charges. 

The complaint as filed covered only the southbound rates, 
Disque said. At the hearing an amendment was offered to 
cover the northbound rates as well. The defendants, he said, 
objected, claiming surprise and an undue broadening of the 
issues. “Their objection, technical and without merit, is over- 
ruled,” said Disque. 


SECOND-HAND WROUGHT PIPE RATE 


A finding of inapplicability and an award of reparation have 
been proposed by Examiner John Davey in No. 20211, Hiram 
C. Wilson vs. Santa Fe, as to a rate of 85 cents on a carload 
of second-hand wrought iron pipe shipped from Cushing, Okla., 
to Alamonta, Kans., in 1925. Davey said the Commission should 
find that the applicable rate was 69.5 cents. No order for the 
future, he said, was necessary on account of the revision of 
rates in Consolidated Southwestern Cases, 123 I. C. C. 208. 


RATES ON VANADIUM ORE 


Attorney-Examiner John H. Howell in No. 20156, Vanadium 
Corporation of America vs. Pennsylvania et al., has recom- 
mended dismissal on a finding that rates on vanadium ore, car- 
loads, from New York, N. Y., and other north Atlantic ports 
to Bridgeville, Pa., were not and are not unreasonable. 


RATES ON GROUND COAL 


Dismissal has been proposed by Attorney-Examiner William 
A. Disque in No. 20146, Penn Facing Mills Co. et al. vs. Ann 
Arbor et al., on a finding that as to rates on ground coal, car- 
loads, from Rillton, Pa., Detroit, Mich., and Chicago, IIl., to 
various destinations to which the official classification basis 
applies, the facts of record do not warrant a finding that the 
rates assailed were, are, or will be unreasonable, inapplicable 
or unduly prejudicial. The rates assailed were sixth-class, 
minimum 36,000 pounds, the official classification basis. Com- 
plainants contended that ground coal was coal and that the 
commodity rates on coal, said to average about 40 per cent 
lower, were applicable, or if not, that as a matter of reasonable- 
ness they should be made applicable. Mr. Disque said several 
similar cases had been decided adversely to shippers, and cited 
American Foundry Co. vs. P. R. R., 132 I. C. C. 345. Complain- 
ants said, however, they had presented a different record. Sum- 
ming up his conclusions, Mr. Disque said: 


Ground coal, from a commercial and transportaton standpoint, 
is quite a different commodity from coal. The circumstances and 
conditions responsible for the coal rate structure are well known 
and have no counterpart in the case of ground coal. This commodity 
is clearly not entitled to rates comparable with, or made with any 
relation to, those on coal. 


GREEN SALTED HIDES 


Dismissal has been recommended by Attorney-Examiner 
William A. Disque in No. 20167, Eagle-Ottawa Leather Co. vs. 
Cc. Cc. Cc. & St. L. et al., embracing also a sub number, Same 
vs. Cincinnati Northern et al., on a finding that rates on green 
salted hides, carloads, from Cleveland and Bryan, O., and 
Goshen, Ind., to Whitehall and Grand Haven, Mich., were not 
unreasonable. Fifth-class rates were assailed. No complaint 
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was made against the present rates from Bryan and Goshen 
The report said that for the defendants it was shown that the 
fifth-class basis had prevailed for many years. Mr. Disque 
said the Commission in Morrell & Co. vs. N. Y. C., 104 1 ¢ 
C. 104, found not unreasonable fifth-class rates as applieq to 
green salted hides from Mississippi River and central territory 
packing plants to trunk line and New England territories, 


CORN REPARATION PROPOSED 


Examiner Thurston B. Johnston, in No. 20313, Evans Mij. 
ing Co. vs. Baltimore & Ohio et al., has recommended that the 
Commission find unreasonable a combination of 27 cents on 
corn from Kansas City, Mo., when originating beyond, to Cin. 
cinnati, O., when destined to points in the southeast via Indiap. 
apolis, Ind., to the extent it exceeded 17 cents, the subsequently 
established rate. The shipment was made under an understand. 
ing, resulting from lack of information on the part of the 
Cc. I. & L. that the 17-cent rate applied over the shorter route 
over which the shipment was made. The carriers were willing 
to refund to the basis of the 17-cent rate. Johnston said no 
presumption of unreasonableness attached to a rate because 
of a lower rate over some other route. The higher rate, jn 
this instance, however, was over the shorter route. The carriers 
conceded that the rate assailed was unreasonable. 


ZINC SULPHATE RATES 


Attorney-Examiner John H. Howell, in No. 20389, Federated 
Metals Corporation vs. Pennsylvania et al., has recommended 
that the Commission find unreasonable the rates on zinc sul. 
phate, carloads, from Pittsburgh, Pa., to Chicago, IIl., Cleveland, 
O., Trenton, N. J., and Gowanda, Brooklyn and New York, N. Y., 
to the extent they exceeded or may exceed 27 cents from 
Pittsburgh to New York and Brooklyn, and the contemporaneous 
sixth class rates from Pittsburgh to Chicago, Cleveland, Trenton 
and Gowanda. He recommended reparation. 


LUBRICATING OIL RATES 


Examiner Lewis L. Prout has advised the Commission to 
dismiss No. 20500, K-T Oil Corporation vs. Santa Fe et al., on 
a finding that the rates on petroleum lubricating oils, carloads, 
from Coraopolis, Struthers and Warren, Pa., and Cabin Creek 
Junction, Charleston and Falling Rock, W. Va., to Wichita, Kan., 
are not unreasonable. 


BEEF CATTLE RATES 


Dismissal of No. 19963, John Clay & Co. et al. vs. Gilmore 
& Pittsburgh et al., and No. 20113, John Clay & Co. vs. City 
of Prineville Railway et al., has been recommended by Exam- 
iner Lawrence Satterfield on a finding that the rates on beef 
cattle, in carloads, and on sheep and lambs, in double-decked 
cars, from points on the Gilmore & Pittsburgh in Idaho, and 
points on the City of Prineville Railway in Oregon to Chicago, 
Ill., Omaha, Neb., and other Missouri River markets have not 
been shown to be unreasonable. The complainant claimed 
that the rates were unreasonable to the extent of those which 
would have resulted from the application of the scale prescribed 
in American National Live Stock Association vs. O.-W. R. R. 
& N., 109 I. C. C. 621. The independent short lines made de- 
fendants in these case, Satterfield said, were not defendants 
in that case. 


PETITIONS FOR REHEARING, ETC. 


No. 19214, Westchester Lighting Co. vs. New Haven. Com- 
plainant asks for reconsideration of findings of fact and con- 
clusions of law, in respect to the unreasonableness of the car- 
load rates charged on shipments of copper wire, and as to 
reparation. 

No. 19376, Flowers Lumber Co. vs. Seaboard Air Line. 
Complainant has asked for reopening and rehearing. 

No. 19299, Railroad Commission of Wisconsin vs. Aberdeen 
& Rockfish et al. The Chesapeake & Ohio has filed petition 
for exemption from requirement of paragraph (i) of rule 116 
of the rules and regulations for inspection and testing of steam 
locomotives and tenders in accordance with boiler inspection 
act of February 17, 1911, and amendment in accordance with 
Commission’s order of May 7, 1928, in said proceeding. 

No. 174386, The Long Bell Lumber Co. vs. Abilene & 
Southern et al. Complainant has asked for reopening for the 
— of filing petition for leave to file supplemental com- 
plaint. 

No. 12798, Galveston Commercial Assn. vs Gulf, Colorado 
& Santa Fe et al. Houston, Tex. interests, The Chamber of 
Commerce, and Board of Commissioners of Harris County, 
Houston Ship Channel Navigation District, who were interveners 
in the original docket, and who filed a petition on January 16, 
1928, seeking reopening and modification of that portion of 
the Commission’s opinion in No. 12798, relating to the Texas 
& Pacific, and Louisiana Railway & Navigation Co., following 
which the Commission under date of April 2, 1928, reopened 
that portion of the order dealing with the Texas & Pacific and 
application of rates in connection with that line from and to 
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the Gulf ports, have asked the Commission also to reopen in 
eonnection with the Louisiana Railway & Navigation Company, 
in order that the entire question of rates to and from New 
Orleans may be properly disposed of at one hearing. 

No. 15710, Spreckels Savage Tire Co. vs. Santa Fe et al. 
Defendants have asked for oral argument and reconsideration 
upon record as made, and for postponement of effective date of 
—. 18183, rates on bituminous coal from points in Illinois 
to East St. Louis, Ill., Switching District No. 17994 (and Sub. 1), 


Perry Coal Co. et.al. vs. Alton & Southern et al, and No. © 


18268, St. Louis Chamber of Commerce vs. Alton & Southern 
et al. Perry Coal Company et al. complainants in No. 17994, 
nave asked for rehearing, reopening and reconsideration of that 
portion of the Commission’s order dealing with the reasonable- 
ness per se of rates from complainants’ mines and their rela- 
tionship with other mines in Group 2. 

No. 18571, San Diego Oil Products Corp. vs. San Diego & 
Arizona et al. Defendants ask for rehearing. 


SOUTHWESTERN CLASS RATES 


The Commission, in No. 13535, Consolidated Southwestern 
Cases, has denied all applications for postponement of the effec- 
tive date of the orders in that collection of cases. That date 
is and remains July 8. However, the orders were removed 
from certain rate situations hereafter referred to. Refusal to 
postpone the effective date does not necessarily mean that the 
rates which have been filed in purported compliance with the 
orders will become operative on that date. Should the Com- 
mission, after considering the Johanson schedules which are 
supposed to be in accordance with the orders, come to the 
conclusion that there is a serious question as to whether they 
are in line with the order, it may exercise its power of sus- 
pension. But all the rates not subjected to that power, if any 
of them are suspended, will go into effect. 

However, in connection with the denial of petitions for 
postponement, the Commission has reopened, for further hear- 
ing, several phases of the case, as, for instance, the rates 
between Menominee, Mich., and the southwest; the grouping 
of Missouri River points, the grouping of Zion, Racine, Mil- 
waukee and other points now in the Chicago group, which 
articles shall be in the~-iron and steel list, and the grouping 
of vegetable origin points in Texas. 

While applications for postponement of the effective date 
have been denied, it has modified the order of April 5, 1927, 
so that in respect of its application to rates over interstate 
routes between points in the same state, in Oklahoma, Arkansas, 
Texas and Louisiana west of the Mississippi River, it “shall 
become effective upon further order of the Commission, instead 
of July 8.” That amounts to an indefinite postponement of 
the order in that respect. That is to say, that where there 
is an interstate rate over a route wholly in Arkansas, over 
which naturally state rates also apply, the order is lifted so 
that there will be no change in the interstate rates until the 
further order of the Commission. That indefinite postponement 
is made because requiring the new rates to be made effective 
would throw the relationship of rates over that route and com- 
peting routes, not wholly within the state, out.of line. 

It was necessary to make an exemption because the rail- 
roads, until recently, had made no effort to get the new basis 
of rates in the southwest put into operation within the states. 

At the time the foregoing was promulgated, June 26, the 
Commission also passed upon a large number of applications 
for permission to intervene, granting some and denying some. 

The application of the Southeastern Association of Railroad 

and Utilities Commissioners, dated April 25, 1928, for a re- 
opening and for permission to intervene in regard to the rela- 
tionship of rates between Southwestern, Texas Differential and 
Kansas-Missouri territories, on the one hand, and the territories 
east of the Mississippi, on the other, has been denied. Like 
action has been taken in respect of the applications like the 
main one or in support thereof. The denial is based on the 
assertion that the applications do not question the reasonable- 
ness of the rates as maxima and that no quetsion of relation- 
ship of rates between the southwest, on the one hand, and the 
southeast and northeast, on the other, is within the issues in 
the case and has not been passed upon in the report. The 
Commission, in denying the applications, said that the fixation 
of the relationship or relationships was left to the discretion 
of the carriers, subject to the limitation that the rates should 
not exceed the respective maxima prescribed in and by the 
reports and orders and the further limitation contained in 
finding No. 27 in the report of April 5, 1927. 
. Permission to intervene has been given to the Carolina 
Shippers’ Association, Inc., in No. 13535, Corporation Comniis- 
sion of Oklahoma vs. Aberdeen & Rockfish et al., the case that 
gave its number to the consolidated cases; No. 14416, Little 
Rock Board of Commerce vs. Abilene & Southern et al.; No. 
14880, Dallas Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. Aberdeen & Rock- 
fish et al.; and No. 15463, St. Louis Chamber of Commerce et al. 
vs. Same, to participate in the further proceedings as to the 
rates on canned goods. 
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The Alabama State Docks Commission has been allowed 
to intervene in No. 14880, Dallas Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. 
Aberdeen & Rockfish et al., and No. 15463, St. Louis Chamber 
of Commerce et al. vs. Same, two of the complaints embraced 
in the group mentioned in the preceding paragraph, this inter- 
vention being limited to the further proceedings in respect of 
lawful rail-ocean, ocean-rail, and rail-ocean-rdil rates embraced 
in the group in which the intervention has been allowed. 

In the order in respect of the main case, 123 I. C. C. 203, 
the petitions of , the following have been denied: 


Industrial Alcohol Manufacturers’ Association, Inc., and others, 
dated March 5, 1928. Myles Salt Co., Ltd., dated March 2, 1928. Ful- 
ton Bag & Cotton Mills, dated February 23, 1928. Acme Steel Co. 
and others, date March 3, 1928. Chamber of Commerce, Mason City, 
La., dated March 15, 1928. Traffic Committee of Malt Syrup Manu- 
facturers and Distributors of the United States, dated March 10, 
1928. Traffic Committee of the Cereal Beverage Manufacturers of 
the United States, dated March 30, 1928. Texas Steel Company, un- 
dated. The Parkersburg Rig & Reel Company, dated March 31, 1928. 
Reader Railroad, dated February 6, 1928. Chamber of Commerce, St. 
Louis, Mo., dated April 25, 1928. Illinois Powder Manufacturing Co., 
dated April 20, 1928. Birmingham, Ala., Traffic Association, dated 
May 1, 1928. Alabama Iron & Steel Shippers’ Conference, dated May 
28, 1928. Texas & New Orleans Railroad Company and other south- 
western lines, dated May 7, 1928. Southwestern Pipe Consumers’ Com- 
mittee, dated April 3, 1928, and May 19, 1928. Allegheny Steel Co. 
and others, dated April 9, 1928. Transcontinental Oil Co., dated April 
ie ~ae of Commerce of Houston, Tex., and others, dated 

une 5, 1928. 


The petitions of the following have been denied in so far 
as they seek modifications, on the present record, of findings 
and orders, or postponement of the effective date of the orders: 


American Linseed Co. and others, dated March 8, 1928. Milwau- 
kee Association of Commerce, dated April 9, 1928. Zion Institutions 
and Industries and others, dated April 10, 1928. Chambers of Com- 
merce of Waukegan and North Chicago, Ill., dated May 3, 1928. 
Association of Commerce of Racine, Wis., dated May 14, 1928. Mich- 
igan Manufacturers’ Association, dated May 16, 1928. Indiana State 
Chamber of Commerce, dated May 5, 1928. Wool Growers’ Central 
Storage Company and others, dated March 19, 1928. Texas Onion 
Growers’ Association, dated March 30, 1928. 


The following have been allowed to intervene, by means 
of the order in the main case: 


American Linseed Co. and subsidiary companies, The Best Foods, 
Ine., The Northern Cocoanut Products Corporation, and Fanning 
Bread and Butter Pickle Co. Chambers of Commerce of Atchison 
and Leavenworth, Kans., and St. Joseph, Mo. Michigan Manufac- 
turers’ Association. Indiana State Chamber of Commerce. Wool 
Growers’ Central Storage Co. March Brothers. West Texas Wool 
& Mohair Association. Del Rio Wool & Mohair Co. Producers Wool 
& Mohair Co. Val Verde County Wool & Mohaiar Co. Sanderson 
Wool & Mohair Co. N. P. Peterson. L. Schwartz & Co. The Hor- 
ners. Homer Bird & Co. Joseph Rosenblum, Inc. Roy Campbell & 
Co. R. V. Dublin & Co. A. J. Tebbe & Sons. E. M. Shoemaker. 3 
D. Jarratt Co. Wroe Farm Co. R. B. White Co. The Lloyd Manu- 
facturing Co. Heywood-Wakefield Co. Chamber of Commerce, Me- 
nominee, Mich. Milwaukee Association of Commerce. Confectioners 
Traffic Association. Zion Institutions and Industries. Chamber of 
Commerce, Waukegan-North Chicago, Ill. Association of Commerce, 
Racine, Wis. 


The part of the order reopening the question as to the 
rates to be applied on certain articles of iron or steel, com- 
monly called the question as to whether they should or should 
not be embraced within the iron and steel list, reopens not only 
the main case but also formal docket cases Nos. 14880, 14416, 
15463 and I. and S. Nos. 2097 and 2271. 

In the order on the main case the Missouri Pacific has 
been authorized to establish a charge of $6 per car on fruits 
and vegetables to cover the cost of transportation from points 
on its Nashville, Ark., branch line. 

The order in respect of rates on apples from Wathena, 
Hunt Spur, Blair, Appleton, Elwood and Troy, Kan., to desti- 
nations in Nebraska, Iowa, Minnesota and the Dakotas has been 
modified so that it will become effective on the further order 
of the Commission instead of on July 8. A like amendment 
has been made in respect of the order in so far as the Colum- 
bus & Greenville is concerned. That road has filed rates it 
desires to be used on its line, claiming the benefit of arbitra- 
ries. They will become effective, unless a suspension order is 
issued, because the main order has been lifted from its appli- 
cation to that road. 

Applications for the postponement of the effective date in 
respect of rates on wrought iron pipe seemed to be the most 
insistent. The denial, however, covers that commodity as well 
as others. 

The part of the order explaining why the petition of the 
southern state commissioners and the petitions in support of 
it were denied, is as follows: 


It further appearing, That petitioner does not question the rea- 
sonableness of the rates, in themselves, prescribed in said reports and 
orders as maxima for application between said southeastern and 
southwestern territories; that no question concerning the aforesaid 
relatoinships between the rates prescribed as maxima for applica- 
tion between the said southwestern territory and the said north- 
eastern and southeastern territories, respectively, is within the issues 
in said proceedings, or any of them, or was or is passed upon or 
determined in or by the aforesaid reports or orders, or either of 
them; and that the fixation of the relationship or relationships 
between the said respective rates is left to the judgment and dis- 
cretion of the defendant carriers in said proceedings, subject to 
the limitation that said rates shall not exceed the respective maxima 
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prescribed in and by the aforesaid reports and orders, and subject 
to the further limitation that rates from and to the said north- 
eastern territory or from and to the said southeastern territory, 
as the case may be, to and from points in said southwestern terri- 
tory shall in each case be related, as between the respective south- 
western points found in said report of April 5, 1927, to be unduly 
prejudiced and preferred, in the manner prescribed in finding No. 
27 of said report. * 


The petitions in support of the application of the southern 
state commissioners, which were also denied, were filed by the 
following: ’ 


W. B. Roddenbery, dated May 14, 1928; Continental Gin Company, 
Lummus Gin Company, and Gullett Gin Company, dated May 14, 1928; 
Traffic Bureau of Nashville, Tenn., dated May 15, 1928; Standard 
Furniture Company of Nashville, Tenn., dated May 15, 1928; Cham- 
pion Fibre Company, dated May 16, 1928; Anniston, Ala.,_ Traffic 
Bureau, dated May 15, 1928; O. B. Andrews Company, dated May 14. 
1928; Chattanooga Manufacturers’ Association, dated May 14, 1928; 
Atlanta Paper Company, dated May 15, 1928; Floridan Company, 
dated May 17, 1928; Mobile Chamber of Commerce, dated May 17, 
1928: Macon Chamber of Commerce, dated May 11, 1928; Southern 
Furniture Manufacturers’ Association, dated May 16, 1928; Carolina 
Shippers’ Association, dated May 14, 1928; Sterchi Bros.’ Interests, 
dated May 21, 1928; Mead Fibre Company, dated May 22, 1928; 
Lexington Board of Commerce, dated May 28, 1928; Tennessee 
Products Corporation, dated March 2, 1928; Alabama Public Service 
Commission, dated May 15, 1928; Southern Traffic League, dated Mav 
4, 1928: and The American Cotton Manufacturers’ Association and 
others, dated June 5, 1928. 


Coincident with the orders in these cases the Commission 
issued supplemental fourth section No. 9500 and supplemental 
fourth section order No. 9600. In the first mentioned the orig- 
inal No. 9500 was amended so as to become effective July 8, 
except as to existing commodity rates on commodities produced 
or manufactured in the southwest, including Texas differential 
and Kansas-Missouri territories to southwestern gateways, Mis- 
souri River Cities and defined territories. As to such rates 
No. 9500 and its supplements shall become effective Decem- 
ber 10. 

No. 9600 and supplements thereto are amended so as to 
provide that wherever reference is made to rates prescribed 
or approved or to rates established “on the basis prescribed or 
approved” in the original report, 123 I. C. C. 203, the reference 
shall include rates prescribed or approved in the report on re- 
consideration entered March 6, 1928. It is further provided 
that where relief is granted by No. 9600 and orders supple- 
mental thereto to establish rates as authorized therein such 
rates may be established and maintained as provided in those 
orders without regard to the existing commodity rates from 
the southwestern territories to the southwestern gateways, Mis- 
souri River cities and defined territories, provided that the re- 
lief granted shall expire December 9. 

The Indiana Limestone Co. has asked the Commission to 
suspend the effective date of new rates published on building 
stone, carloads, in conformity with orders in No. 13535, Con- 
solidated Southwestern Cases; for rehearing and reargument 
in so far as they apply to building stone, and for permission to 
intervene. 

The Mathieson Alkali Works has filed a petition in sup- 
port of petitions of the Southeastern Association of Railroad 
and Utilities Commissioners and Southern Traffic League, and 
for leave to intervene in No. 13535, Consolidated Southwestern 
Cases. 

The Powell River Co., Ltd., and G. F. Steel & Co., Inc., have 
filed a petition for leave to intervene and for postponement of 
effective date of order, or for modification thereof, or further 
hearing thereon. 

A petition has been filed by the southern carriers for re- 
hearing or modification of reports and orders in No. 13535, in 
so far as they fix or prescribe westbound rates on classes and 
commodities from’ points in Southern territory to ‘points in 
Southwestern territory and in Kansas-Missouri scale territory. 

The Topeka Chamber of Commerce, successor to Topeka 
Traffic Association, intervener in No. 13535, Consolidated South- 
western Cases, has asked the Commission to modify its order 
heretofore made by including in description No. 8, Appendix 
No. 10, of the order, eggs shelled (egg albumen, whites or yolks 
or whites and yolks together) as described in current Western 
Classification. 

The Texarkana & Fort Smith, in its.own behalf, has asked 
the Commission for authority to continue per-car rates between 
certain stations on the Texarkana & Fort Smith on and after 
effective date of rates established pursuant to orders of Com- 
mission in Consolidated Southwestern Cases. 


LISBON COAL ROAD 


That the trunk line systems opposing the proposal of the 
Pittsburgh, Lisbon & Western Railroad Company for construc- 
tion of lines to permit operation of a line from the Ohio River 
to the Youngstown district are psychologically deficient in 
their attitude toward the Pittsburgh district is the averment 
of the Pittsburgh Coal Company in a brief filed with the Com- 
mission in support of the Lisbon proposals. The opposing 
trunk lines are the Pennsylvania, New York Central and Balti- 
more & Ohio. 

The Pittsburgh, Lisbon & Western asks authority to con- 
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struct extensions from Negley, O., to Smith’s Ferry, Pa., fron 
Mill Rock, O., to a connection with the Erie 4% miles out ot 
Youngstown, O., and a branch line to a point within the Plant 
boundary of the Youngstown Sheet & Tube Company, 
Struthers, O., embracing about 41 miles of new construction 
and the Montour Railroad Company asks authority to acquire 
control of the Pittsburgh, Lisbon & Western. 

The B. & O. says the purpose of the proposed construction 
is to create a railroad from the Ohio River to the Youngstowy 
district “which can be required by the coal company (Pitts. 
burgh Coal Company), its owner, to initiate rates on ¢ogj 
calculated to decrease the assembling costs of the steel pro. 
ducers in that district in the expectation that steel production 
and coal consumption will be thereby increased, thus giving 
the coal company an enlarged outlet for its product.” It ¢op. 
tends that the proposed construction would duplicate existing 
and adequate facilities. 

Existing rail facilities, says the B. & O., may be readily 
and presently employed by the applicant, upon terms fixed by 
the Commission under paragraph 13 of section 6 of the inter. 
state commerce act, in the establishment of a river-rail route 
such as is proposed by the applicant, and at a saving of more 
than $11,000,000 involved in applicant’s rail proposal which 
would require two years for completion. 

The Pittsburgh Coal Company, owner of the stocks of the 
two applicants, says it has not intervened in the capacity of 
owner of the two applicant carriers or for the purpose of pre. 
senting their case, but that it is intervening as a prospective 
shipper of bituminous coal over the lines of railroad proposed 
because its convenience and necessity as a shipper of bituminous 
coal and that of the trade which it serves will be served by 
the proposed common carrier line. 

“The deplorable market situation in which the Pittsburgh 
district finds itself today is due largely to the maintenance 
of a structure of railroad freight rates on Pittsburgh coal not 
made to suit the convenience and necessities of the Pitts. 
burgh coal producers or of their trade,” says the coal company, 
“put, on the contrary, made largely to serve the interest of 
competing coal producers.’™ ‘ 

The coal company says further that construction of the 
railroad proposed will afford to it and to other shippers of 
bituminous coal in the Pittsburgh district and to their inland 
trade in important near-by markets opportunity to utilize the 
government’s Ohio River waterway system for transporting 
Pittsburgh coal to markets not now thereby available. 

“It has long been recognized and has become a matter of 
common knowledge that the trunk line carriers have been gen- 
erally and consistently opposed to the establishment of rail 
and river systems of transportation with rail and river rates,” 
says the coal company. “This is particularly true when such 
a system, if established, would create a competitive situation 
with the carriers’ all-rail rate, as would be the situation here 
if such a river connection were made by any of the objecting 
carriers. 

“Gradually through the years these objecting carriers have 
seen the coal markets of this district slip away. Nevertheless, 
they have actively opposed reduction in rates and the widening 
of differentials with competing coal fields.” 

The coal company says further that approval of the pro- 
posals “will unquestionably stimulate the great trunk-line car- 
riers serving the Pittsburgh district to a renewed interest in 
the welfare of the district itself—an interest that long has 
been lacking, an interest that too much has been destroyed by 
their other conflicting interests.” 

“As we view the situation, there can be no real, sound, 
valid objection to the construction of the Lisbon road,” says 
the coal company. “The amount of tonnage which may be 
diverted from the trunk line carriers in the aggregate is in- 
finitesimal, This road will perform a real public service that 
the trunk line carriers are psychologically unable and unfitted 
to perform. Service to the Pittsburgh district in this connec- 
tion is not a mere matter of railroad lines and equipment or 
ability to perform the mere physical attributes of service. 

* “The psychology of the trunk line systems is wrong and 
has been wrong for the past fifteen or twenty years, and the 
result destructive of their Pittsburgh district coal tonnage. 
Conflicting interests have destroyed the stimulus in these great 
carriers to initiate proper rates.” 

A brief in support of the applications was filed on behalf 
of the applicants. 


WESTERN CLASS RATES 


In a brief in Ex Parte 87, Sub. No. 1, class rates western 
trunk line territory, Sioux Falls, S. D., “earnestly requests that 
either Sioux Falls and Sioux City be grouped and take the 
same rates from Chicago and the East, or if this cannot be 
done, that each locality take the respective rates resulting 
from whatever mileage scale is adopted.” 

“The lake and rail rates should be published which will 
permit traffic to move via lake and rail rates and not have the 
traffic confined to the Twin Cities and Duluth as it now is 
under the present adjustment,” says Sioux Falls. 
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Loss and Damage Decisions 


Cases Recently Decided by State and Federal Courts 


(Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of National Reporter 


System, published by West Publishing Co., St. Paul, Minn. 
Copyright, 1928, by West Publishing Co.) 





LOSS OF OR INJURY TO GOODS 


(Court of Appeals of Kentucky.) In shipper’s action against 
carrier for loss of cases of whisky in transit, issue whether car- 
rier failed to make delivery to consignee of number of cases 
delivered to it by shipper, held for jury under conflicting evi- 
dence—Louisville & N. R. Co. vs. E. H. Taylor & Sons, Inc., 
6S. W. Rep. (2d) 237. 

In shipper’s action against carrier for value of cases of 
whisky alleged to have been lost in transit, instruction permit- 
ting jury to find for plaintiff for reasonable value of the lost 
cases, if they found that a greater number of cases were de- 
livered to carrier than it delivered to consignee, held not ob- 
jectionable as submitting both law and facts to the jury.—Ibid. 

In shipper’s action against carrier for value of lost cases 
of whisky, refusal of requested instruction that jury find for 
defendant, if car in which cases were transported was sealed 
and spiked at the loading point, and seals and spikes were 
unbroken and spikes unremoved at time car was delivered to 
consignee, held not prejudicial, where question of difference in 
number of cases delivered to carrier and those delivered by 
it to consignee was submitted to jury.—lIbid. 

In action by shipper against carrier for loss of cases of 
whisky in transit, refusal of requested instruction that receipt 
given by railroad company for 550 cases of whisky was only 
prima facie evidence of quantity delivered held not prejudicial, 
where court allowed fully all evidence offered to contradict 
statement in bill of lading as to quantity of whisky shipped.— 


Ibid. 





Miscellaneous Decisions 
Traffic Cases Recently Decided by State and Federal Courts 
(Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of National Reporter 


me by West gi nee = Karn St. Paul, Minn. 
opyright, 1928, by West Publishing Co.) 





REGULATION OF COMMON CARRIER 


(Supreme Court of Idaho.) In mandamus proceeding to 
compel defendant to operate railroad as a common carrier, the 
legal status of defendant is a question of fact to be determined 
_ courts.—Codd vs. McGoldrick Lumber Co., 267 Pac. Rep. 
4 

Mandamus is the proper proceeding to compel operation of 
logging railroad as a common carrier of lumber, logs, and lum- 
ber products.—Ibid. 

Railroad, by holding out to the public that it would operate 
as a common carrier, and exercising the right of eminent do- 
main, is precluded from thereafter contending that it was not 
a common carrier because it had never operated as such.—Ibid. 

Affidavit in proceedings for mandamus to compel operation 
of logging railroad as a common carrier of lumber, logs, and 
lumber products held not demurrable, in that it sufficiently 
charged defendant with being a public utility and common 
carrier.—Ibid. 

(District Court, W. D., Washington, S. D.) In suit to enjoin 
enforcement of Laws Wash. 1921, p. 341, sec. 4, prohibiting use 
of state highways by motor vehicles transporting passengers 
for hire over regular routes without certificate of public con- 
venience and necessity, and prohibiting issuance of certificate 
where territory is adequately served, bill which failed to allege 
that plaintiff had operated between points for which he had 
been denied a certificate, or that he had prepared to do so, or 
would do so if permitted, held insufficient, on motion to dismiss, 
to entitle plaintiff to equitable relief sought—Arenson vs. Denny 
et al, 25 Fed. Rep. (2d) 988. 

On defendants’ motion to dismiss bill to enjoin enforcement 
of state statutes on the ground that it does not state facts 
sufficient to entitle plaintiff to any relief, allegations of answer 
supplementing those of bill will not be considered under 
equity rule 29.—Ibid. 

An objection to the jurisdiction of the court for any cause 
not apparent on the face of the bill must be taken by special 
plea, since it is only in cases where want of jurisdiction affirm- 
atively appears on the face of the bill that it can be raised by 
motion under equity rule 29.—Ibid. 

Since fact of prior adjudication or pendency of another 
suit between same parties and involving same matter ordinarily 
first appears in answer to bill, under equity rule 29, a separate 
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hearing on such an issue before the trial of the main case can 
be had.—Ibid. 

Decision of state department of public works that only one 
certificate of public necessity and convenience to operate a 
motorbus line over a certain federal aided state highway would 
be issued under Laws Wash. 1921, p. 341, sec. 4, held not so 
arbitrary as to be violative of Const. U. S. amend. 14, in ab- 
sence of allegation in bill, in suit under Judicial Code, sec. 266 
(28 U. S. C. A., sec. 380), to enjoin enforcement of such state 
statutes, showing need of more than one carrier, or that suc- 
cessful applicant for certificate was not better equipped than 
petitioner to furnish required service.—Ibid. 

(Supreme Court of Minnesota.) The state has control of 
its public highways and may constitutionally prohibit intra- 
state common carriers by motor vehicle from carrying on busi- 
ness thereon unless they obtain from the railroad and ware- 
house commission a certificate of public convenience and neces- 
sity as provided by Laws 1925, c. 185. The statute does not 
apply to interstate commerce, nor does it assume to make a 
carrier for hire a common carrier against his will. The carrier 
must be a common carrier in fact. In requiring a certificate 
of convenience and public necessity as a condition to doing 
business on the public highways as an intrastate common Car- 
rier, the statute does not offend the interstate commerce clause 
of the Federal Constitution nor the Fourteenth Amendment.— 
State vs. Le Febvre, 219 N. W. 167. 

Section 14 of G. L. 1925, c. 185, which has to do with the 
granting of certificates of public convenience and necessity to 
common carriers by automobile on public highways, provides 
that it shall not apply to interstate commerce except as it may 
be permitted under the provisions of the Constitution and acts 
of Congress. This action is not unconstitutional as discrimi- 
natory or without proper basis of classification.—Ibid. 

Nor is section 2 (f), (h), c. 185, Laws 1925, unconstitutional 
in excluding those engaged exclusively in the transportation of 
children to or from school.—lIbid. 

Nor in excluding those engaged exclusively in transporting 
farm products from the point of production to the primary 
market, nor in excluding those transporting or delivering dairy 
products.—Ibid. 

Nor in excluding intracity freight carriers or carriers be- 
tween contiguous municipalities.—Ibid. 

Nor in excluding those engaged in operating taxicabs.—Ibid. 

Nor in excluding those engaged in operating hotel busses. 
—Ibid. 

The delegation of power to the railroad and warehouse 
commission to determine upon the issuance of. certificates of 
public necessity and convenience is not unconstitutional.—lIbid. 

Carriers operating at the date of the enactment of the 
statute are not entitled to certificates as a matter of constitu- 
tional right.—Ibid. 

The defendant cannot claim exemption from the statutes 
because he was carrying mail upon a federal aid highway at 
the time of its enactment.—Ibid.* 


OVERCHARGE REFUND SUIT 


The United States Circuit Court of Appeals for the eighth 
circuit has reversed the decision of the federal district court 
for the district of Minnesota, No. 7656, May term, 1928, T. M. 
Partridge Lumber Co., plaintiff in error, vs. Michigan Central, 
defendant in error, with direction to dismiss the suit at the 
plaintiff’s cost. The suit was brought by the railroad company 
to collect the balance of an overpayment by it made in an 
attempt by it to refund the overcharge it had collected on a 
carload of cedar poles shipped from St. Boniface, Manitoba, first 
to the Partridge company and then reconsigned to Detroit, 
Mich. 

An unusually large number of questions interesting to those 
who settle freight bills, claims for refunds and claims for re- 
payment in cases of overpayment on refunds, is involved in the 
case. The circuit court of appeals, composed of Circuit Judge 
Van Valkenburgh and District Judges Otis and Reeves, divided 
on the case. Judge Otis wrote the opinion of the court. Judge 
Van Valkenburgh concurred in the disposition of the case, but 
disagreed as to the character of the suit. The opinion of the 
court follows: 





On April 18, 1922, the plaintiff in error, defendant below and here- 
inafter referred to as the defendant, shipped a car of cedar poles 
from St. Boniface, Manitoba, to itself at Pinconning, Mich. Later 
the shipment was reconsigned and on or about May 16, 1922, delivered 
to the Detroit Edison Co. at Detroit? Defendant should have paid 
defendant in error, plaintiff below and hereinafter referred to as 
plaintiff, $345.63 as freight charges. It did pay $386.50, or $40.87 more 
than was justly due. It claimed a refund and was erroneously re- 
funded $60.21 more than the amount to which it was entitled. On 
September 8, 1924, to partially reimburse plaintiff for this overpay- 
ment, defendant paid plaintiff $4.46, leaving still unpaid of the over- 
payment the amount of $55.75. Plaintiff brougkt this suit February 
19, 1926, and had judgment below for that amount. 

It is one of the contentions of defendant that if this is an action 
to recover freight charges then the statute of limitations had run 
before the action was begun. 

The statute reads: 

“All actions at law by carriers subject to this act for recovery 
of their charges, or any part thereof, shall be begun within three 
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years from the time the cause of action accrues, and not after.” 41 
Stat. 492 (Comp. Stat. Sec. 8584). 

But that this is not an action for the recovery of charges is 
too clear for argument and the trial court properly so held. There- 
fore this statute has no application. The trial court held, we think 
properly, that the action is one on implied contract to refund money 
paid through error. If so, however, it is not a suit or proceeding 
arising under any law regulating commerce or within any other 
class of suits of which the federal district courts have original juris- 
diction. For that reason it should have been dismissed by the trial 
court. Sec. 37, Judicial Code. 

Reversed with directions to dismiss at plaintiff’s costs. 


Judge Van Valkenburgh, concurring, said: 


I concur in the disposition of the case directed in the foregoing 
opinion. If the action be viewed as one on implied contract to refund 
money paid through mistake, the court below was without jurisdic- 
tion. If, as I think, it is for recovery of carriers’ charges, it is barred 
by limitation. 

From the correspondence between the parties and their repre- 
sentatives set out in the record, it appears that plaintiff in error on 
June 30, 1922, made claim for overcharge in the sum of $130.84. July 
25, 1922, defendant in error acknowledged a claim for $75.92. October 
26, 1922, the railroad asked the lumber company to reduce the claim 
to $85.48. February 15, 1923, it advised plaintiff in error that “if you 
will amend your claim to $101.08 we will be pleased to place in line 
for payment.” Amendment and payment followed. August 13, 1924, 
the accounting department of the railroad notified the lumber com- 
pany that in this refund there had been an overpayment of $4.46. 
The lumber company remitted that amount to the railroaod. June 
17, 1925, the accounting department again revised its figures and 
made demand for an additional sum of $55.75 because of alleged over- 
payment in its refund of $101.08. Upon refusal to meet this demand 
this action was filed February 17, 1926. In the stipulation of facts 
it is agreed: 

“That the balance of the overpayment by the plaintiff to the 
defendant still unpaid is fifty-five dollars, seventy-five cents ($55.75).” 

Paragraph 3 of section 16 of the interstate commerce act, as 
amended June 7, 1924, provides that: 

“The cause of action in respect of a shipment of property shall, 
for the purposes of this section, be deemed to accrue upon delivery 
or tender of delivery thereof by the carrier, and not after.”’ 

This action is in effect one for the recovery of a part of the 
earrier’s charge, otherwise the ultimate result of the transaction is 
a rebate of $55.75 to this shipper. But the delivery was made May 
16, 1922; consequently, by the unambiguous terms of the statute this 
action is barred. Without reflection upon the parties to this contro- 
versy, it is obvious that such vacillating methods of accounting may 
be made the means of granting rebates and concessions under spe- 
cious forms of procedure. The remedy, however, lies with Congress 

The courts must administer the law as it is written. 


THEFT FROM INTERSTATE COMMERCE 


In March, at Cairo, Ill., 47 sacks of sugar were unloaded 
from a railroad car and removed by one Robert Griffin and 
three persons then unidentified, according to a report to the 
Department of Justice, which says: 

Griffin took one sack of sugar to the home of one John H. 
Russell, who was informed that the sugar had been stolen. When 
Griffin was apprehended he gave a statement indicating that two 
persons, Boone and Lee, had assisted in unloading the sugar from 
the car. All of these persons were indicted at East St. Louis, and 
on pleas of guilty Griffin was sentenced to three years in the 
Leavenworth penitentiary, and the charge against Boone and Lee, 
not being substantiated, and his former statement being repudiated 
by Griffin, they were released. Russell also entered a plea of guilty 
and was given a six-months jail sentence. 


MISSOURI PACIFIC VALUATION 


A review of the evidence in the Missouri Pacific valuation 
case, according to a brief filed with the Commission on behalf 
of the carrier, warrants the assertion that the value of the 
carrier’s railroad on valuation date (June 30, 1918) not only 
equalled its recorded investment of $351,088,465 in road and 
equipment but equaled or exceeded the par value of its out- 
standing securities of $381,299,220, “and this notwithstanding 
the fact that the tentative final value ($250,293,366) is approx- 
imately $100,000,000 less than its investment in road and equip- 
ment, and $131,000,000 less than the par value of its outstand- 
ing securities.” 


FINAL VALUATION REPORTS 


Valuation No. 538, Utah Railway Co., opinion No. B-677, 141 I. C. 
C. 545-76, final value, for rate-making purposes, of the property 
owned and used for common carrier purposes, found to be $5,110,000 
and of property used but not owned, $267,000, as of June 30, 1919. 

Valuation No. 103, Sumpter Valley Railway Co., opinion No. B-674, 
141 I. C. C. 466-79, final value, for rate-making purposes, of the 
property owned and used for common carrier purposes, found to 
be $1,609,745, as of June 30, 1916. 


INTRASTATE REPARATION 


In Ex Parte 88, reparation on intrastate traffic (Washing- 
ton), the Commission, by division 3, has entered an order 
approving the award of reparation made by the Department 
of Public Works of Washington in Case No. 5191, Albers Bros. 
Milling Co. vs. Northern Pacific. In that case, on April 17, 
1924, the state commission found that the charges assessed on 
three shipments of mixed. poultry feed, carloads, from Seattle 
to Spokane, Wash., in the so-called guaranty period from March 
1 to September 1, 1920, were unreasonable to the extent that 
they exceeded those which would have accrued on a basis of 
a rate of 21.5 cents per 100 pounds. On April 13, 1928, the 
state commission entered a supplemental refund order, in 
respect of the shipments, directing the defendant, within 30 
days from the date of the Commission’s approval of the award 
of reparation, to remit to it for transmittal to complainant the 
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sum of $293.47 as reparation. By petition dated May 2, 1928 
the Northern Pacific requested approval by the Commission of 
the award of reparation. 





OVERPAYMENT OF GUARANTY 


The Northern Pacific has paid to the U. S. Treasury approx. 
imately $1,300,000 in settlement of the claim of the government 
that the railroad was overpaid to that extent on account of 
the guaranty for the six months after the end of federal contro] 
The question of payment of interest on the principal of the 
overpayment, however, has not been settled. The Great North. 
ern, according to Treasury officials, has not paid the overpay. 
ment of approximately $1,200,000 claimed by the government. 


RAILWAY MAIL PAY 


In exceptions to the examiner’s proposed report in No 
9200, Railway Mail Pay, Moultrie Hitt, attorney for the associ. 
ated short line railways, and Ben B. Cain, general counsel for 
the American Short Line Association, assert that the most 
striking feature in the report is its arbitrary conclusion op 
each of the points they treat. They point out that in each 
instance the proposed decision utterly ignores the finding of 
facts. They point out that the examiner finds that, after dis. 
counting the claims of the railroads, the cost studies show that 
Class I carriers have been subjected to increases in costs Trang- 
ing from 23.38 to 29.87 per cent. Yet, they point out that the 
examiner proposes that the Commission shall say that an ip. 
crease of 15 per cent in mail revenues, for the carriers, as q 
whole, is “justified.” 

A further illustration of the arbitrariness of the conclusion 
recommended, as they think, was shown by the fact that the 
examiner found that an increase in the mail revenue of Class 
II and Class III carriers of 91 per cent was necessary to meet 
the indicated deficit in railway operating income and return on 
investment and yet recommended an increase of 80 per cent 
only. The cost study, they pointed out, excluded anything for 
working capital and materials and supplies. That recommenda- 
tion was for the Classes II and III carriers as a group. The 
exceptants ask the Commission to make individual findings and 
orders for the 173 associated but separate short lines, includ- 
ing the Georgia & Florida. 


METHODS OF HANDLING GOODS 

At the general conference of representatives of manufac- 
turers of lift trucks, railroads and shippers held at the Depart- 
ment of Commerce June 28 on the subject of simplification of 
lift trucks, it was recommended that two heights be adopted 
as standard for under-side clearance on skid platforms, namely, 
of not less than eight inches and of not more than twelve 
inches. It was also recommended that the minimum width 
between runners on skids be twenty-nine inches. 

R. L. Lockwood, of the division of simplified practice of 
the bureau of standards of the Commerce Department, who 
presided at the conference, said that in view of the agreement 
reached with respect to heights of skids, it would not be neces- 
sary to act on the heights of trucks, as the manufacturers could 
conform to the heights for under-side clearances on skid plat- 
forms. 

The conference was held as the result of the preliminary 
conference that was held June 6. (See Traffic World, June 9, 
p. 1429.) 





FRUIT AND VEGETABLE SHIPMENTS 


Shipments of leading lines of fruits and vegetables the 
week ended June 23 totaled 21,753 cars, as compared with 20,692 
cars (revised) the preceding week, and 23,712 cars in the cor- 
responding period of 1927, according to the Bureau of Agri- 
cultural Economics of the Department of Agriculture. Lighter 
shipments of watermelons, peaches, oranges and cantaloupes, 
said the bureau, accounted for most of the shortage, as com- 
pared with last season. Shipments were reported as follows: 


Apples, 143 cars, asparagus, 30 cars; cabbage, 702 cars; canta-. 
loupes, 2,499 cars; carrots, 107 cars; celery, 126 cars; imports, 1 car; 
cherries, 372 cars; cucumbers, 471 cars; eggplant, 10 cars; grapefruit, 
38 cars; imports, 2 cars; grapes, 55 cars; green peas, 50 cars; lemons, 
481 cars; lettuce, 371 cars; miscellaneous melons, 391 cars; mixed 
citrus fruits, 29 cars; mixed deciduous fruit, 171 cars; mixed vege- 
tables, 492 cars; onions, 300 cars; oranges, 628 cars; peaches, 541 
cars; pears, 3 cars; peppers, 113 cars; plums and prunes, 555 cars; 
strawberries, 192 cars; additional movement of strawberries by truck 
reduced to carlot equivaients (Delaware and Maryland), 56 cars; string 
beans, 303 cars; sweet potatoes, 39 cars; tomatoes, 2,406 cars; water- 
melons, 2,870 cars; potatoes (1928 season), 6,915 cars; potatoes (1927 

season), 294 cars; imports, 1 car. 


REDUCED RATES ON AIR MAIL 


It will cost only one-quarter as much to send the average 
business or social letter by air mail on and after August 1 as 
it does now. On that date the rate will be reduced from 
ten cents a half ounce to five cents for the first ounce or 
fraction and ten cents for each succeeding ounce or fraction. 
This means that an ordinary letter may be sent anywhere in 
the country for five cents and an air mail package that now 
aye —y ge postage may then be sent to any part of the country 
for $1.05. 
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June 30, 1928 


CENTRAL WESTERN BOARD MEETING 


Tabulations of car requirements for July, August, and Sep- 
tember of this year, made at the sixth annual meeting of the 
Central Western Shippers’ Advisory Board, at Glenwood Springs, 
Colo., June 26, indicated that the total movement of freight, 
including carload and less-carload, in the territory covered by 
the board, will be 510,069 cars, 3.3 per cent less than for the 
same period of last year. 

Commodities in which a decrease is expected are wheat, 
14.4 per cent; hay, 10.3 per cent; packing-house products, 5.1 
per cent; coal and coke, 3.8 per cent, and ores and bullion, 
4.6 per cent. On the other hand, increases are expected in 
shipments of flour and other mill products, 2 per cent; fresh 
fruit 6.6 per cent; potatoes, 5.4 per cent; dairy products, .35 
per cent, and lumber and forest products, 4.1. Live stock gen- 
erally is expected to move in about the same volume as in the 
corresponding period of 1927, though the movement of sheep 
is forecast as being somewhat heavier, and that of hogs some- 
what lighter. Sand and gravel are also expected to move about 
the same as last year because of the fact that the road building 
programs in the territory are about the same as those of 1927. 

The meeting, the fifteenth held by the board, was the first 
held in western Colorado. About 250 shippers’ representatives 
were present when it was called to order by Will H. Gibson, 
Boise, Idaho, of the Idaho Utilities Commission. John E. Cur- 
tiss, Lincoln, Neb., of the Nebraska commission, acted as 
secretary. 

On the second day of the meeting, June 27, an Agricultural 
Council was organized, consisting of 27 representatives of busi- 
ness and agriculture from the states in the board’s territory. 

Speakers at the banquet, on the evening of June 28, were 
J. S. Pyeatt, president, Denver & Rio Grande Western Railroad, 
Denver, Colo.; R. E. Shepperd, chairman, Federal Land Bank, 
Spokane, Wash., and H. G. Taylor, manager, public relations 
section, car service division, A. R. A., Washington, D. C. 


GREAT LAKES ADVISORY BOARD 


Business, in general, as evidenced by twenty-six of the 
principal commodities originating in the territory of the Great 
Lakes Regional Advisory Board will show an increase of 3.8 
per cent in the third quarter of this year, as compared with 
the same period last year, according to reports made by shippers 
at the fifth annual meeting of the board at Buffalo, N. Y., June 20. 
Five hundred shippers, business men, bankers, railroad and 
steamship representatives met to hear the reports of the bank- 
ers and railroads and of the various commodity committees 
covering estimates of car loadings, and to formulate plans for 
the coming year in transportation improvements. 

According to F. J. Parker, vice-president of the First Na- 
tional Bank, Detroit, wages have risen to a point much higher 
than.they have ever been, and building contracts for May, in 
thirty-seven states east of the Rocky Mountains, were the high- 
est ever known. 

“The general condition presents some unusual situations,” 
said he. “Wages have risen to a point much higher than they 
have ever been, and this situation is doubtless responsible for 
the increasing volume in certain lines of business. There are 
certain recessions, notably tetxile mills and coal mining. Car 
loadings have decreased, and this, of course, has brought about 
a lower earning level for the carriers. For the first quarter 
of this year the operating income shows an annual rate of 4.41 
per cent on the property invested. This compares with earn- 
ings at the rate of 4.69 per cent for the same period last year.” 

M. J. Fleming, deputy governor of the Federal Reserve 
Bank, Cleveland, speaking for the fourth banking district, said: 


As for months past, individual lines show rather wide variations. 
The steel industry enjoyed a record production of ingots in April; 
motor supply concerns have been doing a very heavy volume of busi- 
ness, and some lesser lines of manufacture, such as glass, have im- 
proved, while depression continues in the coal trade. The winter 
wheat crop is extremely poor, and some slowing down has taken 
place in the shoe and clothing industries. 


“Revenue carloadings for the last week that figures are 
available, the week ended June 2, amounted to 934,214 cars, 
which is an increase of 22,704 cars over the corresponding week 
last year,” said M. J. McGarry, manager, car service division, 
American Railway Association, in his report on general trans- 
portation conditions throughout the country, “and it is the first 
week where the loadings have exceeded the loadings for cor- 
responding week last year. Bituminous coal production for the 
calendar year to week ended June 2 amounted to 200,700,000 
net tons. Compared with the same period last year, this is 
a decrease of 42,442,000 tons, or 17.5 per cent. However, pres- 
ent production is practically at the same volume per week as 
at this time last year.” 

Increases well above the average expected on all produc- 
tion were predicted on six commodities. Automobile manu- 
factures remain firm, with an increase of 11.7 per cent expected, 
according to Kenneth A. Moore, western representative of the 
traffic department of the National Automobile Chamber of Com- 
merce, president of the board. 
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The largest increases are expected in farm and orchard 
products from western Michigan and northwestern New York. 
Fresh fruits and vegetables are expected to exceed the third 
quarter last year by well over 30 per cent. Hay shippers in 
Michigan and northern Indiana believe that 1928 loadings will 
increase about 2,400 cars over last year, to 12,000 carloads. 
Chemicals and explosives manufacturers expect their require- 
ments to be 13,000 cars, an increase of 8.7 per cent. 

Kenneth A. Moore was reelected president of the board; 
F. M. Renshaw, traffic director of the Buffalo (N. Y.) Chamber 
of Commerce, was elected vice-president; George C. Conn, of 
the Buick Motor Car Company, Flint, Mich., was again chosen 
to head the executive committee; Frank H. Baer, Cleveland 
Chamber of Commerce, was reelected as general scretary. No 
changes were made in the personnel of the executive committee. 

New commodity committee chairmen reporting were: R. L. 
Quiesser, president of the Quiesser Company, Cleveland, in 
charge of brick and clay products; W. D. Goble, National Lime 
and Stone Company, Findlay, O., representing all stone inter- 
ests, and Joseph S. Gibson, head of the Gibson Company, Green- 
ville, Mich., for the potato shippers. 

A digest of the estimated car requirements and comparison 
with the figures for the same period last year follows: 











—Carloads— % 
Esti- Esti- 
: Actual mated mated 

Commodity 1927 1928 = Incr. 

MEINE Geshe eieiemtrs cuca eomab Cones Kaas 22,898 24,500 2.5 
Flour, meal and other mill products............ 34,370 37,000 7.6 
UW WE QUIEN. 6.6. 6:6. oieis Ses ewewieeeses cee 9,658 12,000 24.2 
RN sicicve clon aires adiipnaiarsiee aae-noniieDiceleeskiewwien Aasiodaer ameiweiee Sem 
Cottonseed and products, except of]......0.s06 secssse  csecese eee 
SR NUE «655: c1or 0g HED RIR SONS NEESER SESE SERRE. een ae 
CS SO ios: sco kciearwmemen es aeeweeswe 2,033 2,950 465.1 
CE os oa ce EA ain Kas heen a esiche slowness 608 600 1.3 
PEROE TOM: VOMOERIIOR ois ioc :6.65icieecicdicineceveseree 2,150 2,800 30.2 
EO OE ee rer 9,259 8,350 *9.8 
POMC PG. GACY POT OOUG e oeiid de ccscsceevesws sG65aes <eaceue re 
SE EE IN 55.51 se eowaieswenieminteueawancios® 27,510 27,500 .. 
CROD BUG CONCORETAIOG 6 6:6 o:0:6:6:6 0:0 :0:0:04'0,0:00'0'60:8-006 202,301 202,000 *1.4 
Clay, gravel, sand and stone (including gyp- 
“ —_— crude and powdered)......cccccserce 144,231 146,000 1,2 
ME Ss hineuie soins ey Geer eaa olen ence weersecees Tena  Swelaiiiae te 
Lumber and forest products... ccccccccccecece 13,816 13,800 *0.1 
POCEGIOUM ANG PVODUCI sooo c:00006 0008s decevses 22,047 23,000 4.3 
Sugar, sirup, glucose and molasses............. 1,352 1,000 *26.0 
ee a Se IEEE SC ee ee ere 47,412 49,000 3.3 
Castings, machinery and boilers............... 13,796 15,000 8.7 
IMI," sorhiule.cisnrgiv- pice GIN Wiel bieia gtelenw <\eiaiidiew weinere's 19,477 20,000 2.6 
ESPICE GHG CIAF BUCA UCEG soi cicciccccctececieceeees 13,241 13,700 3.4 
eS eee 14,347 15,000 4.5 
Agricultural implements and vehicles other ~- 

RIE III 0 fais win 0 16,8 ico hse oiecanerbicln sine 8,155 8,200 0.5 
AUTOMOOTISS GME TUCKS 0c ccscicvecccvececses 131,966 147,500 11.7 
Cpe te a eee ee 4,829 4,850 0.4 
Paper, printed matter and books.............. a 9,440 4.3 
Chemicals and CxXploslves. ...occscccccveccecece 12,275 13,000 8.7 
Canned goods—all canned food products (in- 

cluding catsup, jams, jellies, olives, pickles, 

a a a ee 2,647 2,800 5.7 

Total all commodities listed................ 770,427 799,990 3.8 

*Decrease. 

The new railroad contact committee is as follows: F. H. 


Alfred, president and general manager, Pere Marquette Ry., De- 
troit, Mich.; L. L. Bankard, trans. assistant, Detroit, Toledo & 
Ironton R. R., Fordson, Mich.; Thos. F. Brennan, vice-president, 
Buffalo, Rochester & Pittsburgh Ry., Rochester, N. Y.; C. Bu- 
choltz, general manager, Erie Railroad, Youngstown, O.; M. S. 
Connors, general manager, Hocking Valley Ry., Columbus, O.; 
S. E. Cotter, vice-president and general manager, Wabash Ry., 
St. Louis, Mo.; Geo. Durham, vice-president and general mana- 
ger, Wheeling & Lake Erie Ry., Cleveland, O.; F. Hartenstien, 
assistant to general manager, Lehigh Valley R. R., Bethlehem, 
Pa.; H. J. Kleine, vice-president, Nickel Plate road, Cleveland, 
O.; D. R. MacBain, general manager, New York Central R. R., 
Cleveland, O.; C. S. Millard, general manager, Big Four Ry., 
Cincinnati, O.; G. J. Mobley, general manager, Delray Connecting 
R. R., Detroit, Mich.; H. E. Newcomet, general manager, Penn- 
sylvania R. R., Chicago, Ill.; A. B. Newell, president and general 
manager, Toledo Terminal R. R., Toledo, O.; E. M. Rine, vice- 
president and general manager, Delaware, Lackawanna & West- 
ern R. R., New York City; G. H. Sido, general manager, Ann 
Arbor R. R., Toledo, O.; H. B. Voorhees, general manager, 
Baltimore & Ohio R. R., Cincinnati, O. 


PACIFIC COAST BOARD 


Adequate transportation facilities, sound economic condi- 
tions, with optimistic outlook on prices and production is the 
situation facing the states of California, Arizona, Nevada, and 
New Mexico, entering upon one of heaviest production and 
marketing movements in their history, as presented to the 400 
shippers, producers, and railroad executives at the meeting of 
the Pacific Coast Transportation Advisory.Board at Fresno, 
Calif., June 15. 

The reports of the 36 commodity and 8 commercial contact 
committees covering every phase of production and transporta- 
tion problems of these states and giving anticipated car serv- 
ice requirements for July, August and September in the main 
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showed satisfactory conditions 
increased production 
returns. ; 

H. G. Taylor, manager of the public relations section, Amer- 
ican Railway Association, who has just completed a tour of 
the United States, attending the board meetings in the 12 
other sectional divisions of the country, stated that the sound 
business conditions reflected at the California meeting held 
generally true throughout the country, with steady increased 
efficiency of transportation facilities. 

“A responsibility,’ said he, “rests on each of us to better 
learn the benefits of cooperative and unity action and to con- 
tinuously practice it. This spirit already so well infused into 
the general development of California and these western states 
is, as you know, returning ever increasing benefits.” 

The report of G. A. Leithner, district manager, car service 
division, showed that 709,370 freight cars had been loaded with 
the products of these four states the first five months of this 
year. The anticipated car requirements for the next quarterly 
period, showed that approximately half a million cars will be 
needed. ; 

“One of the outstanding features,” he said, “will be that 
of the grape car plan administered by the car service division, 
which will become effective August 28. This regulation is 
promulgated for the express purpose of providing an adequate 
supply of refrigerator cars fully to protect the demands of the 
perishable industry, particularly during the period starting with 
August through to December 1 of this year.” 

Charles E. Virden, general chairman, presided. Norman H. 
Sloane, general manager of the California Development Asso- 
ciation, is general secretary. 

Following are briefs of committee reports: 

Automotive Industry—The present outlook of this industry is 
reported in excellent condition with a substantial increase over last 
year, the inventories and stocks on hand being small. 

Beans and Seeds—Remaining stocks of white beans are so very’ 
light it seems reasonably certain these will be practically, if not en- 
tirely, cleaned up prior to beginning of coming harvest, but there 
may be some small quantity of colored beans remaining on hand 
after September ist. 

Canned Foods—In regard to movement of canned goods within 
the state and out of the state, our estimates of movement in the 
coming quarter is about as last year. 

Cement—Estimated cement shipments from California mills for 
July, August and September, 1928, approximately 16,000 cars. 

Chemical Industry—Inventories and stocks on hand indicate a 
normal situation. 

Citrus Fruits: Higher prices this year will largely offset the de- 
crease in volume and barring unforeseen conditions, the returns to 
California will be greater than last year, which exceeded alt previous 
years. 

Cotton and Cotton Seed Products: The market has remained 
steady above twenty cents and the industry as a whole is very 
optimistic over the outlook for the new season. 

Edible Nuts—This is the first year in the history of the production 
of edible nuts that there has been a carry-over of any appreciable 
quantity. However, the market is fairly strong and unless something 
unforeseen happens, it is expected the carry-over will be disposed of 
prior to the entrance of the 1928 crop on the market. 

Explosives—Anticipated number of carloads to be shipped: July, 
103; August, 1385 and September, 145. 

Grain and Grain Products: The anticipated number of boxcars 
required for loading grain, flour and mill products during the quarter 
——e September 30, 1928, will be about 14,000 cars, an increase of 

per cent. 

Hay—Conditions look very favorable for a large and satisfactory 
hay crop this year. Business outlook at the present time is good. 

Iron and Steel—The industry in all of its phases is operating at 
very fair rate and the outlook for the next quarter indicates that 
the same condition will prevail as at present. 

Livestock—Normal. 

Lumber and Forest Products—Production for the first six months 
of 1928 will exceed that for the same period 1927 by approximately 
15 per cent, while shipments will be about 2 per cent less. 

Manufacturers, General (Northern Division)—Report to this com- 
mittee indicate normal manufacturing activity in this territory and 
satisfactory business conditions and outlook. 

Manufacturers, General (Southern Division)—Anticipated busi- 
ness outlook in our industry at the present time is reported as good. 
Inventories and stocks on hand indicate a normal situation. 

Raw Wool—The 1928 spring wool clip of California, Arizona and 
Nevada is about all sold, and is rapidly moving to market. Prices 
are better than one year ago. 

Rice—Conditions in the California rice industry are dull at the 
present time. 

Wholesalers and Jobbers (Northern Division)—Inventories and 
stocks on hand indicate a normal situation. The business outlook at 
the present time is good. 

Wholesalers and Jobbers (Southern Division)—While commercial 
activities in this section have not recorded the improvement an- 
ticipated in the early part of the year, it is encouraging to note that 
our productive activities, including industrial, agricultural, building 
and shipping, have shown substantial increases, and in some instances 
are making new records. The agricultural outlook for Southern Cali- 
fornia reflects a diminished yield due to a sub-normal rainfall, al- 
though somewhat encouraged by improving price levels. Trading at 
retail has been slow, with considerable complaint from merchants 
that funds have been diverted to speculative channels and that un- 
seasonable weather has retarded sales. Wholesalers’ inventories on 
hand = the approach of the mid-season period are ‘slightly below 
normal. 

Banking—Business conditions normal. All sections report that 
there has been ample credit accommodations available for all legitimate 
purposes in the financing of crop and commodity movements. 

Chamber of Commerce (Northern California-Nevada Division)— 
General business conditions in this region, both retail and wholesale, 
are improving. 

ene of Commerce (Southern California)—Business conditions 
sound. 

Public Utilities—Considering the fact that there have been general 
reductions in rates in California, and that most companies are prose- 
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cuting aggressive sales -plans for the year, it is expected that 1928 
will be a record year for production and sales of electricity. So fg, 
rainfall for the year is far below normal in most districts, and there 
is a small snow pack in the mountains to provide run-off durin 
the year. This condition, no doubt, will cause a greater demand on 
the electric utilities than usual for energy for pumping in the agy. 
cultural areas during the summer months. It will also require th, 
utilities to generate a greater proportion of electricity by steam be- 
fore the rains again relieve the situation in the late fall. 

Retail Dealers (Northern Division)—A review of the retail sityg. 
tion in the northern division covering the first five months of the 
year indicates a slight improvement in the volume and value of 
sales at retail as compared with the similar period of 1927. Tp, 
increase, in the main, being centralized in the larger departmenta| 
stores in the metropolitan areas rather than in the smaller towns 
in the more rural districts. 


NEW ENGLAND ADVISORY BOARD 


The ninth regular and third annual meeting of the Ney 
England Shippers’ Advisory Board was held at the Copley. 
Plaza, Boston, June 25, with an attendance of 410 shippers anq 
railroad representatives. 

General Chairman Garcelon and General Secretary Dowd 
were reelected to serve for another year. 

A change in the by-laws was adopted providing for two reg. 
ular meetings yearly, in March and September, instead of three, 
as at present. 

Reports from the commodity committees forecasting bugj- 
ness for July, August, and September, 1928, as compared with 
the same period of 1927, showed increases predicted by 20 
committees, no change by 12 committees, while 14 committees 
predicted decreases. A weighted average of the predictions 
of the commodity committees indicates that there will be ap 
increase in the car loadings in New England for these three 
months, as compared with last year, of eight-tenths of one per 
cent. 

It was pointed out by District Manager Randall, of the 
American Railway Association, that, while the freight car load- 


ings in the country for the first 21 weeks of 1928 were 4.8 per | 


cent less than for the same period of 1927, the loss in car load- 
ings in New England was only 2% per cent. New England 
suffered less proportionately by the decline of business than 
any other section of the country, it was stated. 


CAR SURPLUS AND SHORTAGE 


The average daily surplus of freight cars in the period 
June 1-7, inclusive, was 318,370 cars, according to the car serv- 
ice division of the American Railway Association. A shortage 
of 16 flat and 8 gondola cars was reported. The surplus was 
made up as follows: 


1,384; auto and furniture, 18,384; 
gondola, 56,444; hopper, 56,099; total 
1,488; S. D. stock, 26,606; D. D. stock, 3,686; 
tank, 393; miscellaneous, 1,307. 


Box, 133,242;- ventilated . box, 
total box, 153,010; flat, 6,081; 
coal, 112,543; coke, 
refrigerator, 17,256; 


Canadian roads reported a surplus of 12,500 box, 1,150 re- 
frigerator and 200 miscellaneous cars, and a shortage of 200 
flat and 250 gondola cars. 

In the period June 8-14, inclusive, the average daily sur- 
plus was 327,499 cars, made up as follows: 


Box, 142,733 ventilated box, 1,084; auto and furniture, 19,760; 
total box, 163,577; flat, 6,229; gondola, 55,955; hopper, 54,789; total 
coal, 110,744; coke, 1,465; S. D. stock, 22,751; D. D. stock, 3,388; re- 
frigerator, 17,683; tank, 400; miscellaneous, 1,262. 


No shortage was reported. 

Canadian roads reported a surplus of 14,500 box, 1,400 re- 
frigerator, and 200 miscellaneous cars, and a shotrage of 200 
flat and 300 gondola cars. 


LOCATION OF CARS 

The percentage of home cars on home roads, Class I, as 
of June 1, was 71.1, according to the semi-monthly bulletin of 
the car service division of the American Railway Association. 
By classes of equipment the percentages were as follows: Box, 
63.6; refrigerator, 79.5; coal and coke, 75.8; stock, 87.4; flat, 
77.4; tanks and others, 94.3. By districts, the percentages for 
all classes of equipment were as follows: Eastern, 62.1; 
Allegheny, 77.7; Pocahontas, 63.9; Southern, 71.9; Western 74.3. 

The semi-monthly bulletin of percentages of freight cars 
on line to ownership, Class I roads, as of June 1, showed the 
following: Eastern district, 99.8 as against 99.6 a year ago; 
Allegheny, 101.8 as against 101.2 a year ago; Pocahontas, 77.8 
as against 75.9 a year ago; Southern, 93.3 as against 94 a year 
ago; Western 97.6 as against 98.5 a year ago; all districts, 
97.5 as against 97.7 a year ago; Canadian roads, 101.5 as 
against 97.6 a year ago. 


CHANGES IN DOCKET 

Argument in No. 18296, Norfolk Tallow Co. et al. vs. C. & 
O. Ry. et al., assigned for June 26, at Washington, D. C., was 
canceled. 

Argument in No. 18368, National Tube Co. vs. D. G. of R. R., 
as agent, A. T. & S. F. Ry., et al., assigned for June 27, at 
Washington, D. C., was canceled and reassigned for July 6, at 
Washington, D. C. 
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Questions and Answers 


In this department will be answered questions of both legal 


dealing with traffic. A 
i isa ae pd of ee ee: 
ill give his opinien in answer to simple question relating to the law 
Leneae tr tien ef freight. A traffic man of long experience 
i jeda uestions venys Bed practical traffic 
problems. We do not desire to take the place of traffic man but to 

help him in his werk. ‘ 

The right is reserved te refuse to answer in this department any 
egal or traffic, that it may yoy to us unwise to answer 
or the kind of investigation 


nature that confront 


question, 1 ’ 
or that involves a situation too complex 
herein contemplated. 


Address Questions and Answers Department, 
Traffic Service Corporatien, Mills Building, 


ashington, D. C. 





Weights and Weighing—Transfer of Overloaded Car Moving 
Under Weight Agreement 


Illinois—Question: A shipment of tile is forwarded under 
weight agreement weights. According to these agreed weights 
this car is not overloaded. The railroad passed it over their 
scales and the car, according to the scales, is overloaded about 
4,000 pounds. The railroad transfers the shipment and bills 
the shipper for the cost of the transferring. 

Under the above conditions, is the railroad entitled to collect 
this transferring charge? 


Answer: With respect to this question, see the Commis- 
sion’s opinion in Memphis Freight Bureau vs. St. L.-S. W. Ry. 
Co., 115 I. C. C. 409. 

Under the principle of this case, the fact that there is a 
weight agreement in effect does not absolve the shipper from 
observing the loading capacities of cars furnished by the carrier 
for loading. Furthermore, the shipper’s weights ascertained 
under a weight agreement are subject to check by the carrier, 
and if, in the instant case, the carrier’s weight, and not the 
shipper’s weight, is the correct weight, and, therefore, the 
car was actually overloaded, the transfer charge must be paid, 
in our opinion, by the shipper. 

Damages—Measure of 

New York.—Question: Supplies of our publications are 
shipped to our various branch offices on order. As our ship- 
ments are frequently lost, we are wondering as to just what 
our claims should be based on; the manufacturing cost, whole- 
sale, or retail cost. 

Shipments of other commodities are sold f. 0. b. New York 
and f. o. b. Chicago. These commodities are sold to our cus- 
tomers at 40 per cent less than the retail price. In other words, 
on every article sold, our customer makes 40 per cent of his 
selling price. Will you kindly advise on which amount our 
claims should be based—the price to our customer, or his sell- 
ing price when shipped f. o. b. shipping point and f. o. b. des- 
tination? 

Again, we frequently ship from Chicago and the f. o. b. 
arrangement is “f. o. b. New York,” or another point. Upon 
which amount, in such event, should claim be based, the cost to 
our merchants or his selling price to the retail trade? Upon 
whom does title rest until delivered at destination? 

Answer: With respect to this question, see our answers 
to “Michigan” on page 866 of the April 7, 1928, and our answer 
to “Florida” on page 1064 of the April 28, 1928, Traffic World, 
under the above caption. 

As to the question of where the title rests under the term 
f. o. b. origin or f. o. b. destination, the following-rules govern: 

Where the provision is f. o. b. at point of shipment the 
title will pass, as a general rule, when the property is placed 
on the cars for shipment; on the other hand, where the pro- 
vision is for delivery f. o. b. the point of destination, the title 
is not, as a rule, considered to pass until the subject matter 
has reached such point, as the delivery to the carrier is not a 
delivery to the buyer; still, where the agreement as a whole 
shows clearly that the phrase f. o. b. point of destination was 
used merely to designate the party by whom the freight was 
to be paid, rather than the place at which delivery and the 
passing of title were to be consummated, it will be so restricted, 
and the title held to pass at the point of shipment in accordance 
with the intent of the parties. 

The party in whom the title rests is the party upon whom 
the loss will fall in the event of loss of or injury to the goods 
while in the course of transportation from origin to destination. 

Overcharges—Joint and Several Liability of Carriers 

Virginia —Question: A shipment in interstate commerce 
was made from A to C. The initial carrier was a common Car- 
rier whose rails extended only to B, where the traffic was 
delivered to a non-common carrier—an electric railroad—which 
completed the transportation and delivered the traffic to C. 
The shipment was overcharged and the amount thereof collected 
and held by the initial carrier, who refuses to pay it out to 
shipper. The question is, will a complaint for reparation lay 
against the initial carrier only, or shall it include both as de- 
fendants? 
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Answer: The Commission has held that the liability of 
carriers for overcharges or reparation is a joint and several 
liability, and that recovery can be had from one of the carriers 
participating in the movement of a shipment, regardless of the 
liability of another or other carriers therefor or any part thereof. 
See United Paper Board Co., Inc., vs. Southern Railway, 62 
I. C. C. 60, in which case the Commission said: 


Awards of reparation are not dependent upon the solvency or 
insolvency of the carriers concerned. Our orders for reparation re- 
quire payment of the sum found due and run against all defendants. 
Niverside Mills vs. A. & S. Steamboat Co., 40 I. C. C. 501 


See also Bowers Co. vs. Director-General, 107 I. C. C. 305; 
Yellow Pine Company of Philadelphia vs. Director-General, 104 
I. C. C. 371, and Marcus & Co. vs. Director-General, 77 I. C. C. 
242, 248. In the latter case the Commission said: 


It is well settled that where an unreasonable rate is collected 
the liability of the parties is joint and several, and reparation may 
be awarded against one of the carriers which participated in the 
traffic, even though other lines which performed a part of the trans- 
portation service are not made parties defendant. Sloss-Sheffield 
Steel & Iron Co. vs. L. & N. R. R. Co., 60 LC. C. 595, 598, and 
cases there cited. 


The fact that one of the carriers over which the shipment 
moved was a non-common carrier has no bearing, in our opinion, 
upon the liability of the initial common carrier, its liability 
being several as well as joint. 


Liability of Purchasing Carrier for Debts of Carrier 


Florida.—Question: In September, 1926, we filed a claim 
with T. & J. Railway at Gainesville, Fla., for overcharge. Dur- 
ing the course of investigation and handling of claim by T. & J. 
Railway that line sold their physical properties to the J. G. & 
G. Railway (S. A. L. Railway) on July 14, 1927. Recently the 
J. G. & G. Railway have advised us that they have no funds 
with which to pay any claim items which were pending when 
the T. & J. Railway was sold. We would like to know whether 
or not there were any conditions or stipulations provided by 
the Interstate Commerce Commission making it necessary for 
S. A. L. Railway to protect the public on claims when the 
Commission authorized the sale of the T. & J. Railway. As 
the matter now stands the S. A. L. contend that they have no 
funds to pay the pending claims filed with T. & J. Railway 
prior to the date the purchase was consummated. 

Answer: Whether the Seaboard Air Line can be held liable 
for the overcharges is dependent upon the circumstances under 
which the Seaboard Air Line acquired the T. & J. Railway; that 
is, whether or not the debts of that company were assumed 
by the succeeding purchasers thereof. See Gulf Refining Co. 
of La. vs. St. L.-S. F. Ry. Co., 74 I. C. C. 639, and Midland Coal 
Co. vs. Midland Valley Railroad Co., 91 I. C. C. 571. 

In the first case the Commission hel dthat the St. L-S. F. 
Ry. Co. was not liable for reparation for the reason that it 
had not been established on the record that that company was 
liable for the actions or torts of its predecessor, the St. L.- 
S. F. Ry. Co., during the time of the receivership. In the Mid- 
land Valley Company case, 91 I. C. C. 571, the matter of the 
filing of claims with the receiver of the M. O. & G. R. R., which 
was purchased by the K. O. & G., entered into the question of 
the liability of the latter company for reparation on shipments 
moving during the period of the receivership. We assume that 
in the instant case the shipments moved during the period of 
the receivership of the T. & G., the property of which company, 
in accordance with the statement on page 624 of the Commis- 
sion’s opinion in finance docket No. 5862, Acquisition by J. G. 
& G. Railway, 124 I. C. C. 623, was sold at foreclosure on August 
2, 1926, by order of the Circuit Court of Florida, Eighth Judicial 
Circuit, in and for Alachua county, dated June 21, 1926, in a 
proceeding entitled “Guaranty Trust Company of New York vs. 
Tampa & Jacksonville Railway Company.” 

The Commission’s report in this case does not show whether 
provision was made for the payment of claims of the T. & J. 
Railway by the purchaser thereof. 


Long-and-Short-Haul Violations 


New Jersey.—Question: Will you kindly favor me with 
your opinion and advice relative to the following, and if same 
is not a violation of fourth section of the interstate commerce 
act (long-and-short haul)? 

New York Central tariff, I. C. C. No. 15411, publishes a com- 
modity on sugar, carloads, from Undercliff, N. J., to Corning, 
N. Y., which is 25 cents per 100 pounds. 

The same company apply a class rate of 2814 cents per 
100 pounds on sugar, in carloads, from Yonkers, N. Y., to 
Corning, N. Y., which is a shorter haul, no commodity rate be- 
ing published from Yonkers to Corning, N. Y. 

Answer: To constitute a violation of the long-and-short- 
haul provision of the fourth section of the interstate commerce 
act, the point from which a higher rate is published than from 
a more distant point, must be intermediate between the more 
distant point and the point of destination. Otherwise, only the 
question of reasonableness of the higher rate for the shorter 
haul is involved. Undercliff, N. J., is apparently located on 
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the West Shore Railroad, and is not intermediate between 
Yonkers and Corning, N. Y. 


Company Material and Rates Applicable in Connection 
Therewith 


Kentucky.—Question: Item 130-A, on page 5 of supplement 
25 to C. & O. Ry. Feight Tariff 235-E, I. C. C. 10173, names on 
scrap iron, carload, from Lexington, Ky., to Ashland, Ky., a 
rate of $2.39 per gross ton applicable only on shipments origi- 
nating at points beyond from which no joint through rates are 
in effect. 


The local rate is $2.91 per gross ton, item 140 of the same 
tariff. 


Recently a dealer in this city purchased several cars of 
scrap iron from the Southern Railway System, which was loaded 
at various points on their line in Kentucky, from which there 
was no joint through rate in effect. Under the contract of 
purchase the Southern Railway deadheaded these goods, account 
company use, into i at which point the freight was 
delivered to the C. & O. Ry. for movement into Ashland. 

We would like to know if in a situation of this kind we are 
entitled to the use of the proportional rate of $2.39 per gross 
ton, as per item 130-A, or must we pay on basis of the local rate, 
$2.91. 

There is absolutely no dispute that these shipments origi- 
nated at points beyond Lexington, and we can find nothing in 
item 130-A. which would prohibit deadheading the revenue up 
to Lexington. 

In order to dispose of this controversy we will much ap- 
preciate your review and ruling. 

Answer: In our opinion, the proportional rate published 
from Lexington to Ashland, Ky., is not applicable on shipments 
of company material which are sold f. o. b. Lexington, Ky. This 
for the reason that title to the goods not having passed to the 
purchaser until after arrival of the goods at Lexington, there 
was no line-haul movement of the shipment, in so far as a 
common carrier service is concerned, until arrival of the goods 
at that point. In this connection, see the Commission’s opinion 
in Armour & Co. vs. Director-General, 129 I. C. C. 539, relating 
to the application of proportional rates. See also the Com- 
mission’s opinion in Romann & Bush Pig Iron and Coke Co. 
vs. C. & O., 49 I. C. C. 338; and Valley & Siletz Railroad Co. 
vs. Southern Pacific, 53 I. C. C. 397. 


Tariff Interpretation—Two-Ply vs. Three-Ply Combination Rate 
in Absence of Joint Through Rate 


Illinois —Question: The application of rule 5 of Tariff Cir- 
cular 18-A, is the issue. A shipment moves from a point in 
Minnesota to a point south of the Ohio River. No through rate 
is in effect. A commodity rate is published from origin to 
Evansville, Ind., and from Evansville, Ind., to destination. There 
is also a commodity rate published from point of origin to Chi- 
cago, from Chicago to Evansville, Ind., and beyond. Rule 5-B 
states lowest combination of rates in effect via route of move- 
ment is applicable. Would not this permit the application of 
the combination of rates based on Chicago and Evansville to 
apply in preference to the through commodity rate from origin 
to Evansville and from Evansville to destination? Will also 
appreciate your advice, using in place of one of the commodity 
rates from origin to Chicago and Chicago to Evansville, a class 
rate factor. In other words, would not the lowest combination 
of rates be applicable whether class or commodity? Please cite 
conference ruling if there is one covering. 

Answér: With respect to this question, see Birmingham 
Traffic Bureau vs. Director-General, 115 I. C. C. 33; Burns & 
Knapp vs. B. S. & K. R. Ry. Co., 62 I. C. C. 345, and 74 I. C. C. 
111, and Contact Process Co. vs. N. Y. C. & St. L., 17 I. C. C. 
184. 

In its original report in Burns & Knapp vs. B. S. & K. R., 
62 I. C. C. 345, the Commission held that the three-ply and 
not the two-ply combination was applicable, but in its supple- 
mental report, 74 I. C. C. 111, it reversed this finding and held 
that the two-ply combination was applicable. Its opinion in 
the supplemental report is therefore contrary to its opinions 
in the other two cases cited above. 

As to whether a commodity rate, if higher than a class 
rate, must be used as a factor of a combination rate, see our 
answer to “Georgia,” on page 1188 of the November 19, 1927, 
Traffic World, under the caption “Tariff Interpretation—Class 
vs. Commodity Rate as Factor of Combination.” 
Reconsignment—Shipper’s Instructions Containing Condition of 

Protection of Through Rate 

Virginia.—Question: I am very desirous of securing some 
information relative to the collection of freight charges on one 
carload of apples. 

There was forwarded from “A,” a local station on the “X” 
Railway, one carload of apples consigned to “B.” Upon arrival 
of car at “B” same was promptly placed at consignee’s ware- 
house. After two days had elapsed consignee requested carrier 
to divert to “C,” protecting through rates. Car was forwarded 
to “C,” where delivery was made, the consignee at “B” having 
instructed railroad agent to make delivery upon receipt of all 
freight charges, without surrender of original bill of lading. 
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Now it is found that the through rate doesn’t apply, ang 
that revenue figured on lowest combination will have to he 
protected. 

It is claimed that the apples were sold f. o. b. “A” to the 
buyer at “C,” and that he is liable for any undercharge. 

It is also claimed that delivery having been made at final 
destination, relieves the carrier from not having held up car 
and notifying, original consignee in absence of through rates, 

I will appreciate your giving me some information on the 
above points. 

Answer: While we do not locate an opinion of the Com. 
mission so holding, it is our opinion that there is no duty rest- 
ing upon a carrier to advise a shipper who requests a reconsign- 
ment of his shipment, that there is no through rate from point 
of origin to the reconsigned destination applicable via the point 
to which the shipment was originally consigned. This for the 
reason that a reconsignment does not necessarily presuppose 
the application of a through rate on the shipment, although 
reconsignment is, as a general rule, associated with the appli- 
cation of a specific through rate, which is often less than the 
sum of the intermediate rates in and out of the point of origina] 
destination. 


In Barr Bros. Mercantile Co. vs. M. P. Ry., 17 I. C. C. 225, 
it was held that a rate formed by a combination of separate 
rates over connecting lines has every substantial feature of 
a through rate, and separately established rates are expressly 
recognized in section 6 of the act. See also Grain and Grain 
Products, 129 I. C. C. 261, 264. 


If in the instant case the shipper’s reconsigning instructions 
specified a particular rate, see the Commission’s report in 
Chevrolet Motor Co. vs. C. R. I. & P. Ry. Co., 182 I. C. C. 337. 
In that case the Commission held that the acceptance of the 
shipment at destination constituted a waiver of the shipper’s 
condition as to the protection of a specified rate obligating the 
shipper to pay the charges applicable via the route over which 
the shipment moved. 


Demurrage—Notice of Arrival—What Constitutes 


lowa.—Question: “A,” consignee, located at “B,” receives 
a carload shipment from “C” which is an interstate movement. 
This consignee does not have any private siding, but unloads 
his carload shipments from team tracks. If the car arrives at 
destination and the delivering carrier fails to notify said con- 
signee in writing, as carried in section A of rule 4 of National 
Car Demurrage Rules and Charges Freight Tariff No. 4-H and 
the car is permitted to lay in the yards until demurrage has 
accrued, can the carriers legally assess demurrage charges and 
collect same under those circumstances? Bear in mind that 
there is no written agreement between the railroad and the 
consignee, that they will accept any form of notice of arrival 
other than written notice. It is contended that telephone notifi- 
cation of arrival was furnished. However, assuming that tele- 
phone notification was furnished and that written notice was 


not sent or given, can the carriers legally collect or charge any 
demurrage? 


The carriers in this instance have contended that they 
mailed freight bill to consignee upon arrival of car. However, 
they have no record of when the freight bill was mailed, and 


I wish you would please advise if this would constitute notice 
of arrival. 


I would like your opinion in this matter and also if you 
have any record of Interstate Commerce Commission decisions 
pertaining to same. 


Answer: Section A of rule 4 of the Uniform Demurrage 
Rules provides that “notice of arrival shall be sent or given 
consignee or party entitled to receive same, by this carrier’s 
agent in writing, or, in lieu thereof, as otherwise agreed to in 
writing, by this railroad and consignee, within 24 hours after 
arrival of car and billing at destination. * * 


In Toberman-Mackey & Co. vs. Director-General, 89 I. C. C. 
365, notice of arrival was given the consignee by service of 
expense bills, this being the practice of the parties at the point 
of destination, the Commission holding that demurrage was 
properly assessed under such a notice of arrival. 


However, in Campbell Construction Company vs. L. C. & 
S. E. Railway Co., 95 I. C. C. 603, notwithstanding the fact that 
upon arrival of the cars at destination expense bills covering 
freight charges thereon were taken to the complainant’s office 
and verified by complainant’s representatives, the Commission 
held that under the principle of the decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States in Davis vs. Henderson, 266 U. S. 92, 
demurrage charges were unlawfully assessed on the shipments 
for the reason that written notice, in accordance with the 
provisions of the demurrage tariff, had not been given the 
consignee. 


Of course, if there is an agreement in writing between the 
railroad and the consignee to accept this forth of notice or 
telephone notice, such notice would apparently be binding, un- 
der the provisions of section A of rule 4 of the demurrage 
tariff, upon the consignee. However, proof of an agreement to 
accept some other form of notice other than written notice must 
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Bihan only material points of 
contact between the earth 
and the vast realms of space in 
which it revolves are meteors. 
These swift-moving bodies flash 
indiscriminately through the 
upper regions to fall whither they 
will—at any time, under any cir- 
cumstances. They are the true 
mavericks of the universe, the 
step-children of the stars—un- 
scheduled and uncertain. 

But — man has captured one 
meteor and placed it on a regular, 
dependable schedule. That is 
“The Meteor” of the Pennsyl- 
vania Freight Service. 

“The Meteor” has the task of 
carrying merchandise from the 
Eastern Seaboard to Cleveland. 
Every night at a regular hour 
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this train sets forth upon one of 
its scheduled runs to the Middle 
West. 

Though a good many people 


Here are three other Penn- 
sylvania freights whose 
regular on time arrivals 
have earned them distinctive 
names: 


‘“*THE SALESMAN’”’ 
Merchandise 


Chicago to Buffalo 


‘“*THE ACE” 
Perishable—Merchandise 
Seaboard Cities to Pittsburgh 


‘“‘THE COMET’”’ 
Perishable—Merchandise 
Seaboard Cities to St. Louis 
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“THE METEOR” is one of the fleet 
of 61 named Pennsylvania freight 
trains that have set remarkable records 
for regularity and dependability of on 
time arrival 


A Nightly Phenomenon of On Time Performance 


who live along ““The Meteor’s”’ 
line of flight may not be on the 
watch for this nightly phenom- 
enon of the freight service—rail- 
road men are fast getting accus- 
tomed to setting their watches by 
its appearance. 

For this train has acquired the 
permanent habit of being 
promptly on schedule. And, to 
keep its record intact, both train, 
crews and yard crews exercise a 
constant vigil to bring it through 
to its destination on time. 

So regular and dependable have 
been the performances of “The 
Meteor” that shippers and receivers 
of goods entrusted to its care are 
coming to recognize it as a leading 
member of the Pennsylvania Rail- 
road’s fleet of carriers known as “The 
Limiteds of the Freight Service.” 


ENNSYLVANIA IRAILROAD 


Carries more passengers, hauls more freight than any other railroad in America 
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be made by the carrier. See Western Bridge & Construction 

Co. vs. St. L.-S. F. Railway Co., 118 I. C. C. 607, 609. 

Rates—Application of Combination on Port to Which No Steam- 
ship Service Maintained by Carrier at Time Shipments 

Moved 

Florida.—Question: Several shipments moved during the 
years 1925, 1926 and 1927, from interior eastern points to Miami, 
Fla., via rail lines to New York and steamer beyond. Shipments 
also moved during these years from the port of New York to 
Miami via all-water route. Steamship company maintained class 
and commodity rates from eastern cities and from New York 
to Charleston, S. C., and Jacksonville, Fla. They also published 
I. C. C. and S. B. rates from Charleston, and Jacksonville to 
Miami. Steamship company maintained a New York-Charleston- 
Miami service from May 13, 1925 to the latter part of Sep- 
tember, 1925, when this direct service was discontinued until 
July, 1927. They also maintained New York-Jacksonville-Miami 
service from May, 1925, without interruption, which service is 
in effect at the present time. In several instances the Charles- 
ton combination is cheaper than the Jacksonville combination, 
but, inasmuch as the direct New York-Charleston-Miami service 
was not used from September, 1925, to July, 1927, carriers refuse 
to apply the Charleston combination for that period. We under- 
stand there was service between New York and Charleston, 
between Charleston and Jacksonville, and between Jacksonvflle 
and Miami without any interruption during this period. It is 
our contention, therefore, that the Charleston Combination would 
be applicable even though the steamer line had no direct New 
York-Charleston-Miami service. 

Your opinion and any similar decisions along this line will 
be appreciated. 

Answer: We can locate no opinion of the Commission or 
of the Shipping Board specifically in point. However, see 
Helmly Furniture Company vs. Merchants’ & Miners’ Trans- 
portation Company, 1 USS B 132, in which case a somewhat 
similar question was involved. In this case it was contended 
by the complainant that inasmuch as the respondent, Merchants’ 
& Miners’ Transportation Company, had published and filed with 
the Shipping Board a tariff providing for direct service from 
Savannah, Ga., to Miami, Fla., and had specified maximum rates, 
it held itself out to the public, and was required by section 
18 of the shipping act, to furnish service from and to such 
ports at rates not in excess of those so specified. Owing to 
the fact that pier space was not available at Miami, direct 
service from Savannah to Miami was not being maintained at 
the time the shipments were offered for transportation, and, 
therefore, the shipments were forwarded via the Merchants’ & 
Miners’ Transportation Company to Jacksonville, and the Clyde 
Steamship Company beyond, at rates which exceeded the rates 
provided in the tariff of the Merchants’ & Miners’ Transporta- 
tion Company, covering direct service from Savannah to Miami. 
In holding that the rates assessed on the shipments were not 
in violation of section 18 of the shipping act, the board said: 


According to the record, it is manifest that the direct Savannah 
to Miami service of the respondent was under embargo at the time 
the complainant’s shipments moyed, and that the fact of such em- 
bargo was brought to the attention of interes:ed shippers, including 
the complainant. During the period of the embargo the common car- 
rier status of the respondent, as respects the direct Savannah-Miami 
service, was nonexistent, and the tariff covering such services was 
earrespondingly inapplicable. No duty rested upon the respondent 
under section 18 of the shipping act to protect the direct service rates 
shown in such tariff as against the higher joint rates via its line 
and the Clyde Steamship Company, nor does it follow that because 
the rates charged exceeded the rates shown in such tariff the former 
were unjust and unreasonable, 


In our opinion, the principle of the above referred to case 
will govern in the instant case and that, therefore, the Charles- 
ton combination is inapplicable. See also, with respect to this 
question, the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States 


in William Lucking vs. Detroit & Cleveland Navigation Com- 


pany, in which case it was held that the imposition of a duty 
upon a carrier by water to furnish transportation upon reason- 
able request does not create an obligation to continue to oper- 
ate boats on a particular route; that the provisions of subd. 
(18) is specifically limited to lines of railroad; that this indi- 
eates legislative intention that carriers by water are not re- 
quired to continue and may cease to operate if they see fit. 
Sales 

Connecticut.—Question: We have had many expressions of 
opinion on the following question and would like to submit it 
to you for your opinion: 

When our salesmen sell merchandise, we tell the customer 
that on all orders over a certain amount, we will prepay the 
freight from Hartford, Conn. This, of course, means that the 
terms would be f. o. b. destination. According to our under- 
standing, this quotation means that we would pay the freight 
and would be responsible for the collecting for any loss or dam- 
age involved in the transit of the goods. 

What we would like to do would be to prepay freight on 
our shipments, but we would like to quote in such a definite 
way so as to have it thoroughly understood we would not be 
responsible for the shipment after it left Hartford, Conn. By 
this we mean the only inducement we will make will be to 
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prepay the freight charges and we will not be in any sense 
responsible for anything else. 

We cannot think of a term that would exactly suit our 
requirements. Knowing that this question has probably been 
brought to your attetnion before, we wonder if you will be good 
enough to give us the benefit of your experience. 

Answer: In section 252 of Volume 23 of Ruling Case Lay, 
covering the subject of “Sales,” it is stated: 

If the place of shipment is the place where, under the terms of 
the contract delivery is to be made to the buyer, the fact that on 
delivery to the carrier the seller pays or guarantees the freight, 
will not prevent delivery from constituting a delivery to the buyer. 
(Hurt vs. Ridenour-Raymond Grocer Co. (Colo.) 108 Pac. 968; Notes 
22 L. R. A. 416; 20 Am. Cas. 1030, 1039; Amer. Cas. 1916 A-1049), 
The payment of freight by the seller is, however, evidence to show 
that the seller assumed the duty of delivering at the point of destina- 
tion, and will prevent, if such is the case, the delivery to the carrier 
from being considered a delivery to the buyer, supra (A. J. Neimeyer 
Lumber Co. vs. Burlington, ete., R. Co. (Neb.), 74 N. W. 670. Note: 
20 Amer. Cas. 1039. 


In Neimeyer Lumber Co. vs. B. & M. Railroad Company, 74 
N. W. 670, referred to above, it was held that the term “prices 
f. o. b. Omaha” meant that title to the goods passed to the 
consignee at point of origin, Waldro, Ark., and that the con- 
signor should pay the freight. In the case the court, on page 
671, said: 


We think the true construction of the contract is the one placed 
thereon by the district court, and is in line with the explanation 
of the phrase in the contract under consideration made by the first 
and last of the witnesses just named. The word “‘prices,’’ which pre- 
cedes “F. O. B. Omaha, Neb.,” is of importance in the construction 
of this contract. By that expression Neimeyer & Co. meant that the 
prices which they had affixed to the lumber sold Simpson & Co. were 
to be the prices which the lumber should cost Simpson & Co. at 
Omaha. Not that the delivery of the lumber to Simpson & Co. should 
take place at Omoha, but that the price charged Simpson & Co. by 
Neimeyer & Co. for the lumber was to be its price at Omaha. In 
other words, that Neimeyer & Co. should pay the freight on this 
lumber from Waldo, Ark., to Omaha, Neb.; or, what is the same 
thing, that Simpson & Co., or their vendee, Dietz, might pay the 
freight, and then remit the purchase price of the lumber less the 
freight. But the fact that Neimeyer & Co. agree to pay the freight 
on this lumber from.its place of shipment to its place of destination, 
does not afford conclusive evidence that the delivery of the lumber 
Was to take place at Omaha, Neb. 


It seems to us that the term “Delivery, f. o. b.-Kansas 
City, Mo., freight allowed to destination, New Orleans, La.,” 
would make it clear that title to the goods was to pass to the 
consignee at point of origin, notwithstanding the fact that the 
freight charges to point of destination were to be paid by the 
consignor. ij 

Overcharges—Commission Allowed Freight Bill Auditors as 
Damages 

IIlinois.—Question: Please find attached letter regarding 
a duplicate payment of freight charges made in May, 1925. 
This charge was not discovered until the freight bills were 
examined by our freight bill examiners, who claimed the charges 
and received their portion of fifty per cent for discovery of 
same. 

What we wish to know is, is there any previous rule made 

by which we could recover from the railroad company the 
amount we paid to the freight examiners to discover this double 
payment? 
“As you can see from the tone of the‘r letter, they were 
rather careless in receiving two payments and never notified 
us regarding this subject until it was discovered by an outside 
agency. 

Answer: While in Conference Ruling 489 the Commission 
holds that interest on an overcharge accrues from the date 
of its collection by the carrier, we can locate no case in which 
the allowance of a commission to freight bill auditors, as an 
element of damages, has been involved. 

It is the duty of the carrier to refund an overcharge as 
soon as discovered, but where, through inadvertence, an over- 
charge has not been refunded, we do not believe that the Com- 
mission would hold that other than interest thereon may be 
recovered by the shipper. 

Limitation of Actions—Undercharges 

Ohio.—Question: Under date of January 17, 1924, we shipped 
a car. of material from point A to point B. Car was delivered 
to consignee to point B on January 31, 1924. The carrier at 
destination tendered bill to consignee for freight charges. Same 
were undercharged. 

In January, 1927, the carrier at destination presented bal- 
ance due bill to consignee for amount undercharged. This bal- 
ance due bill bears a paid stamp dated January 22, 1927. In 
other words, this balance due bill freight, according to our 
contention, was collected after the three-year limitation period 
had expired. 

We would appreciate it if you will kindly give this your 
consideration and let us have your views, advising us whether 
we can, at this time, compel carrier to refund this balance 
due switching, which, in our contention, should never have been 
paid to them. Do you figure that the three-year limitation 
period expires three years from date of shipment, or from date 
of delivery to consignee? Please list decisions, if any. 

Answer: Subdivision A, of paragraph 3, of section 16, of 
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Into This? 


A VACATION 
SUGGESTION 


[t will pay you to in- 
vestigate the shipping 
and industrial possi- 
bilities in San Diego. 
Why not make a per- 
sonal inspection dur- 
ing your’ vacation? 
Here, summer days 
and evenings are de- 
lightfully cool and 
you'll certainly en- 
joy the many things 
to see and do in this 
world-famous city of 
romance, progress, 
beauty, health and 
play. 









New settlers are coming to 
Southern California, by the 
hundreds of thousands, every 
year! 

In this new environment these peo- 
ple easily forget old-time favorite 
products and old-time desires. You 
can make them want your products— 
if your price, quick service, guar- 
antee and poe considerations are 
right. Perhaps that means that you 
should have a factory on the Pa- 
cific Coast, or at least an adequate 
stock and shipping arrangements. 


In either event San Diego advan- 
tages are worthy of your deepest 
thought. It is the Western terminal 
of the shortest rail and water routes 
from Eastern points to the Pacific 
Coast. The only route open and un- 
eonjested the year ’round from East- 
ern points to the Pacific Coast—is 
via San Diego. Here, the port is at 
our front door. No intermediate hauls, 
no tug charges, no delays! Here, in- 
dustrial lands, at tidewater, are still 
available at unusually low rates. ... 


And, worthy of note, San Diego is 
a charming city in which to live! 
In this balmy climate, it’s never too 
hot, or too cold. Here, gentle ocean 
breezes are ever fragrant with per- 
fume of flowers—and lawns and foli- 
age are always green. 


Great parks, romantic ruins of early 
Spanish days, outdoor sports the year 
*round on the seashore, lakes and 
slopes of nearby wooded mountains 
and many other attractions make 
every day a day of new delights and 
pleasures. Truly, a favored land— 
for manufacturing, selling, and real 
joy in living! 

fend for 

FREE Booklet 


Interesting facts regarding San 
Diego as a manufacturing or 
distributing center, a home city 
and playground. No obligation. 
Write to Chamber of Commerce, 
Industrial Development Dept., 
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the interstate commerce act, provides that all actions at law 
by carriers subject to the act, for recovery of their charges, or 
any part thereof, shall be begun within three years from the 
time the cause of action accrues, and not after. Subdivision 
E, of paragraph 3, provides that the cause of action in respect 
of a shipment of property shall, for the purposes of this section, 
be deemed to accrue upon delivery or tender of delivery thereof 
by the carrier, and not after. 

The above referred to provisions of the act were incorpo- 
rated therein February 28, 1920, prior to which time there was 
no federal statute of limitations for suits for undercharges, and 
the local state statutes controlled. See Pennsylvania R. Co. vs. 
Carolina Portland Cement Co., 16 Fed. (2d) 760. 


Company Material and Rates Applicable in Connection 
Therewith 


Kentucky.—Question: Kindly give us your opinion as to 
the correct rate to apply on the following; also cite me to any 
ruling of the Interstate Commerce Commission: 

“B” Railroad sold to Mr. “A” a car of scrap iron, the terms 
being f. o. b. Junction “Z” on “Y” Railroad. The shipment 
moved from origin “W” in Indiana deadhead over “B” Railroad 
to Junction “Z’ in Kentucky, and thence via “Y” Railroad to 
destination “X” on “Y” Railroad in the state of Kentucky. 

There is a through rate from point “W” in Indiana to point 
“X” in Kentucky via route over which shipment moved, a local 
and also a proportional rate from Junction “Z” to destination in 
Kentucky. 

Answer: In our opinion, neither the through rate from 
point “W” in Indiana to point “X” in Kentucky, nor the pro- 
portional rate from Junction “C” to destination “X’’ in Kentucky, 
is applicable on the shipment in question. Title to the goods 
not having passed to the purchaser until after arrival of the 
goods at Junction “Z,” the local rate from that point to des- 
tination “X” in Kentucky, is, in our opinion, applicable on the 
shipment, there having been no common carrier movement of 
the shipment until arrival of the goods at Junction “Z.” See 
Valley Siletz Railroad Co. vs. Southern Pacific, 53 I. C. C. 397. 


Sidetracks—Construction and Maintenance Thereof 


Illinois —Question: Several years ago one of our companies 
arranged with the carrier serving it for the construction of a 
sidetrack leading to its warehouse. This track was constructed 
by the carrier on carrier land adjoining our warehouse, but 
the cost of the track was paid to the carrier by our company. 
Since the track was constructed, the carrier has extended it to 
serve another shipper, and has also used the track adjacent 
to our property for storing company coal and for deliveries 
of coal and gravel to other shippers. Conference Ruling No. 
110 does not, in my opinion, cover a _ situation of this kind 
where the track is used by the carrier for other shippers, and 
is on property belonging to the carrier. Do you know of any 
ruling of the Commission which would prevent the carrier re- 
funding the amount paid by our company for the construction 
of this track? 


Answer: Apparently, inasmuch as the track in question is 
located entirely upon the right-of-way of the railroad company, 
and has been put to use to serve a number of industries and 
likewise, as we understand, is used for the spotting of cars 
for consignees other than those located adjacent to the track, 
as is your firm, the track in question may be properly consid- 
ered a public track and not a private sidetrack, within the ac- 
cepted meaning of the latter term. That is, it is not a track 
which has been built by the carrier to serve a particular in- 
dustry, but is one which is used as a public team track for the 
unloading of goods consigned to parties not located adjacent 
to the track, as well as to serve parties adjacent thereto. This 
fact, we believe, should be kept in mind, as it may have an 
important bearing upon the determination of whether or not 
your company can be required to assume any part of the ex- 
pense of the construction or maintenance of this track. 


In the Commission’s report in docket 1704, Associated Job- 
bers of Los Angeles vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry., 18 I. C. C. 310, the 
Commission had before it the question of a separate charge, in 
addition to the line-haul rate, for delivering and receiving car- 
load freight to and from industries located upon spurs and side- 
tracks; that is, private industry tracks within the carrier’s 
switching limits at Los Angeles. In this case the Commission 
makes the statement that private industry tracks are portions 
of the terminal facilities of the carrier with whose lines fhey 
connect, and, together with the team tracks and their yards, 
form the terminal facilities of the carriers. The Commission 
in this case, however, distinguished between the tracks then 
under consideration and those which were the subject of the 
decision in the Alton case (Chicago & Alton vs. U. S., 156 Fed. 
558), and the opinion in the General Electric and Solvey Process 
cases, 14 I. C. C. 237, 246, the distinction. being in whether or 
not the construction and location of the tracks within the plant 
inclosure is such as to permit of a. spotting service without 
undue cost and hazard. However, in its report in National In- 
dustrial Traffic League vs. A. & P. R. R. Co., 61 I. C. C. 120, 
the Commission states that it has no jurisdiction under section 
1 of the act to regulate commerce, to require the construction, 
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maintenance and operation of private sidetracks nor does jj 
appear that the act as amended by the transportation act 1920 
enlarges its powers in that respect. 

Tee also, in this connection, the Commission’s opinions jp 
Chas. E. Schlicher vs. Director-General, 62 I. C. C. 181, in which 
case the Commission holds that it is the duty of common car. 
riers, under paragraph 9, of section 1, of the interstate com. 
merce act, to construct, maintain and operate, upon reasonable 
terms, switch connections with private sidetracks which may 
be constructed to connect with their rails by shippers tender. 
ing interstate traffic for transportation, where such connection 
is reasonably practicable, can be put in with safety, and wil] 
furnish sufficient business to justify its construction and main. 
tenance, and that upon failure of the carriers to install and 
operate such switch connection upon the shipper’s written ap. 
plication, the Commission may make an order for it to comply 
with the provisions of section 1. A shipper must, however, as 
the Commission has held in several cases, namely, Winters 
Metallic Paint Co. vs. C. M. & St. P. Ry. Co., 16 I. C. C. 587; 
Ralston Townsite Co. vs. Mo. Pac. R. Co., 22 I. C. C. 254, and 
Virginia Coal & Fuel Co. vs. N. & W. Ry. Co. 55 I. C. C. 61, 
construct his sidetrack before the carrier is obligated to grant 
him the switch connection. 

Again, in its opinion in Certain-teed Products Corporation 
vs. C. R. I. & P., 68 I. C. C. 260, the Commission held that while 
paragraph 9 of section 1 of the act makes it the duty of a 
common carrier under stated circumstances to construct, main- 
tain and operate upon reasonable terms, switch connections with 
private sidetracks which may be constructed to connect with 
its rails by shippers tendering interstate commerce, this duty 
does not arise until the shipper has provided the sidetrack. 

With respect to this question, see the following decisions: 
Lake Erie & Western Ry. vs. State Utilities Commission of 
Illinois, ex rel. Cameron, 249 U. S. 422; State ex rel. Mt. Hope 
Coal Co. vs. White Oak Railway Co. et al. (W. Va.), 64 S. E. 
630; B. & O. R. R. Co. vs. Public Service Commission et al. 
(W. Va.), 110 S. E. 475, and Railroad Commission of Georgia 
et al. vs. L. & N. R. Co., 96 S. E. 855. In addition thereto, 
we direct your attention to the decision of the Supreme Court 
of Virginia in the case of W. & O. D. Ry. Co. vs. F. S. 
Royster Guano Co., 94 S. E. 763, in which case the court 
held that a track, which apparently has many of the character- 
istics of the track which serves your company, to be a public 
and not a private track, and required the carrier to construct 
and maintain at its own expense an extension to this track 
necessary to serve the Royster Guano Company, the complain- 
ant in the case. 

We direct your particular attention to the decision of the 
Supreme Court of the United States in Lake Erie & Western 
R. Co. vs. State Utilities Commission of Illinois, 249 U. S. 422, 
in which the Supreme Court affirmed the decision of the Su- 
preme Court of the State of Illinois requiring the railorad com- 
pany to restore a sidetrack built upon its right-of-way, but 
whick had been removed by the railroad company, in order 
that an elevator constructed adjacent to the right-of-way might 
be served, the court calling attention to the fact that under the 
laws of the state of Illinois the sidetrack before its removal, 
although used principally in moving freight for the elevator 
and coal yard, was open to use by the public and subject to 
public control like other parts of the company’s road. In other 
words, it was a track which the state had impressed with a 
public character. It seems to us that in the instant case it 
might well be contended that the track which serves your 
company is likewise one which is impressed with a _ public 
character, although we locate no decisions of the courts of your 
state construing the laws of your state, as the Illinois court 
did in this case. 


The decisions of the state courts clearly show the manner 
in which this case has been considered and the conclusions 
arrived at by the courts of those states. 


We also direct your attention to the decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States in two other cases, namely, Union 
Lime Co. vs. C. & N. W., 233 U. S. 211, and C. & N. W. vs. 
Ochs, 249 U. S. 416. In both of these cases the provisions of 
a state statute and the construction placed upon this provision 
by the public utilities commissions of those states, namely, Wis- 
consin and Minnesota, were the basis of the decisions of the 
Supreme Court of the United States. 

Under the state statutes of Wisconsin, which is the basis 
of the decision in Union Lime Co. vs. C. & N. W., 233 U. S. 
211, the shipper is required to assume the expense of the cost 
of the track: and, presumably, the cost of maintenance, while 
under the state statutes of Minnesota, which is the basis of 
the decision in C. & N. W. R. Co. vs. Ochs, 249 U. S. 416, the 
cost of maintenance was apportionable between the carrier and 
the owner of the plant served by the track. In these two cases, 
it seems to us, the Supreme Court of the United States has, by 
accepting the findings of the public utilities commissions of 
the two states, that, notwithstanding the fact that the tracks 
were consructed to serve a particular industry, they became, 
under the provisions of the state statutes, tracks of the carrier 
impressed with a public use, definitely fixed the principle that 
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Carriers 
of Southern Prosperity 


UT from the heart of the South to Northern and Western Gateways 

and to Gulf and Ocean Ports reach the glistening steel rails of the 

Southern—that the products of the South may speed swiftly to the wait- 
ing markets of the world. 

In the vast traffic handled by the Southern Railway System today is 
the story of the South’s dramatic rise toward industrial and agricultural 
supremacy. 

The Southern is inseparably linked with the destinies of the South. Its 
development to one of the most efficient transportation systems in the 
world has been made possible-by the growth of the South—and has in 
turn laid the foundation for greater and more rapid progress of this great 
section in the future. 





S 


Our sixty thousand employees, Southern men and wo- 
men, are proud in the knowledge that their job today is 


From the Northern Gateways at 
Washington, Cincinnati and 
Louisville ... from the Western 
Gateways at St. Louis and Mem- 
phis ... to the Ocean Ports of 
Norfolk, Charleston, Savannah, 
Brunswick and Jacksonville... 
and the Gulf Ports of Mobile and 
New Orleans ... the Southern 
Serves the South. 


Address inquiries regarding 
Southern Railway Service to 
E. R. OLIVER 
Vice-President in Charge of Traffic 
Washington, D. C. 


to build a greater Southern to serve a greater South. 
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where the state statutes contain provisions such as those of 
the state of Minnesota, the cost of construction can be placed 
upon the carrier, at least, the carrier may be required to bear 
a part of the expense of construction, the amount thereof to 
be determined by the state commission. See also, in this con- 
nection, the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States 
in L. E. & W. R. Co. vs. Public Utilities Commission of Illinois, 
249 U. S. 422. 
Storage—Notice of Unclaimed Shipment 

lowa.—Question: Kindly let us have your opinion, and, if 
possible, any decisions that will bear on the following case: 

We made shipment to a party who lives 25 miles from 
the railroad station. The party failed to call for the goods 
and they were eventually returned to us. In figuring the stor- 
age charges, the railroad company contends that notice is due 
us fifteen calendar days after the expiration of the consignee’s 
free time, which in this instance would be ten days. In assess- 
ing charges, they state that but 24 hours’ free time will be 
allowed, inasmuch as the shipment was held for reshipment, and 
that the storage for this period will be based on 24 calendar 
days. 

We contend that the tariff provides we are to be notified 
within fifteen calendar days after the expiration of the free 
time, and that either we are entitled to notice within fifteen 
days after the expiration of the 24 hours’ free time that we will 
be allowed, or in figuring the charges, we should be entitled to 
ten days’ free time that had accrued to the customer. We 
contend that the tariff is not intended to consider the consignee’s 
free time in sending the notice, and the consignor’s time in 
figuring the charges. 

Answer: Rule 4, section B-1, of Uniform Storage Rules, 
published in Agent B. T. Jones’ I. C. C. No. 1867, provides that 
where shipments have been plainly marked with the consign- 
or’s name and address, preceded by the word “from” notice 
shall be immediately sent or given consignor of refusal of less- 
than-carload shipments; that unclaimed less-than-carload ship- 
ments will be treated as refused after fifteen calendar days from 
expiration of free time. 

Under the provisions of rule 3, section A-1, 48 hours’ (two 
days) free time is allowed on all commodities except the more 
dangerous explosives, for the removal of inbound freight from 
car or railroad premises, except that on less-than-carload ship- 
ments consigned to parties located at interior or at non-railroad 
points, when hauled over twenty miles and not over thirty 
miles from the station, ten days’ free time is allowed. Under 
rule 3, section B-2, 24 hours’ (one day) free time is allowed on 
less-than-carload shipments held for reshipment. 

In accordance with rule 4, section C, on inbound freight 
held for removal, and on freight held for reconsignment or re- 
shipment, time will be computed from the first 7 a. m. after 
the day on which notice of arrival is sent or given to consignee. 


In our opinion, you are correct in your contention that the 
tariff does not authorize the carrier to hold the shipment for 
fifteen days after the expiration of the free time allowed a con- 
signee for removal of a shipment, i. e., ten days in the instant 
case, before sending the shipper notice that the shipment is 
unclaimed, and at the same time compute storage charges on 
the basis of an allowance of the free time for a reshipment, 
i. e., 24 hours. 


Hither the shipment was held at destination for delivery or 
for reshipment, but not for both. In our opinion, it was held 
for delivery. If anything, the return movement was under a 
reconsignment of the shipment and not a reshipment thereof, 
there having been no delivery of the shipment, which, in accord- 
ance with the opinion of the Commission in Chestnut Lumber 
Co. vs. Director-General, 89 I. C. C. 236, distinguishes a reship- 
ment from a reconsignment. 


NEW VESSELS AND MAIL CONTRACTS 


Ship operators obtaining ocean mail contracts under the 
Jones-White merchant marine act should be required to build 
new ships for the services covered by the contracts for opera- 
tion not later than three years after the signing of mail con- 
tracts, according to the Shipping Board. 

In the opinion of the board, unless new ship construction 
is required in connection with the ocean mail contracts, the 
purpose of Congress in providing for such contracts as an aid 
to a privately owned and operated merchant marine will be 
defeated. Because of some objection to such a requirement, it 
was understood, the board has issued the following statement: 


The Shipping Board let it be known that it was the sense of the 
board that mail contracts under the Jones-White shipping legisla- 
tion should provide for new .<or improved vessels for the services, 
the first of such vessels to be entered on the service not later than 
three years after the signing of the mail contract. 

The board feels that Congress has unmistakably recorded its 
purpose in enacting the Jones-White act—that purpose is to build 
up a privately owned American merchant marine comparable in 
quality with the merchant fleets of other nations. The bulk of the 
freighters now in operation under the United States Flag do not 
meet those requirements, and therefore new construction is impera- 
tive or the purpose of the law will be defeated. The board is in 
agreement on this interpretation of the purpose of Congress in pass- 
ing the merchant marine act, 1928, known as the Jones-White act. 
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OVERSEAS FREIGHT RATES 
The Trafic World New York Burcu, 


Prospects for increased traffic in bulk cargoes have faileg 
to materialize in the last few days, with the result that fy 
cargo rates have softened to some extent. Vessel space remains 
in excess of the demand, though many brokers still believe 
that an improvement will be noticed in the near future. Ship- 
owners have failed in their efforts to establish a basic rate of 
11% cents a 100 pounds from Montreal to Antwerp-Rotterdam 
for July loading, and have accepted 11 cents for the present. 

The first charters from the Gulf for the new wheat crop were 
closed on the basis of 13% cents for late July loading for 
‘Antwerp-Rotterdam. This is the lowest rate for the opening 
of the season in many years. Offerings for August are being 
made at 14 cents. Meanwhile shippers are in no rush to cover 
commitments, as they believe sufficient vessels will be avail. 
able at any time. 

The prevailing level of full cargo rates on wheat is about 
as follows: from Montreal for July loading, 2s 9d per quarter 
to the United Kingdom, 11 to 11%c to Antwerp-Rotterdam, 
12 to 124%c to Hamburg-Bremen, and lic to the Mediterranean; 
from Montreal for August loading, 2s 9d to 3s to the United King. 
dom, 11%c to Antwerp-Rotterdam, 12%c to Hamburg-Bremen, 


15 to 15%c to the Mediterranean; from Montreal for October- - 


November loading, 3s 3d to the United Kingdom, 13%c to 
Antwerp-Rotterdam, 14%4c to Hamburg-Bremen, and 16%c to 
the Mediterranean; from the Gulf for July-August loading, 3s 34 
to the United Kingdom, 13% to 14c to Antwerp-Rotterdam, 14 
to 14%c to Hamburg-Bremen, and 17c to the Mediterranean. 
The coal and sugar markets are practically unchanged. 

The following changes in conference rates are reported: 


. Great Britain and Ireland—Present rates on cotton and cotton 
linters in standard compressed bales from Gulf, South Atlantic and 
North Atlantic ports to the United Kingdom will extend through 
July, and the following rates will apply from August 1 through 
December: 

From Gulf ports, 68 cents per 100 pounds on first class steam- 
ers, 67 cents per 100 pounds on second class steamers and 6514 
cents per 100 pounds on tramps. To Irish ports add 5 cents additional 
to each rate. 

From New York and Boston, 60 cents per 61 cents per 100 pounds 
on first class steamers, 60 cents per 100 pounds on second class steam- 
ers and 59 cents per 100 pounds on tramps. Cotton linters, 60 cents 
per 100 pounds on first class steamers, 591% cents per 100 pounds on 
second class steamers and 59 cents per 100 pounds on tramps. 

From New York to Boston, 60 cents per 100 pounds on all class 
steamers. 

From Newport News and Norfolk, 54 cents per 100 pounds on 
first class steamers, 53 cents per 100 pounds on second class steamers 
and 51% cents per 100 pounds on tramps. 

_ To all_other North Atlantic ports, except New _ York, Boston, 
Newport News and Norfolk, 51 cents per 100 pounds on all class 
steamers. 

High density rates are 15 cents lower in each instance. Ef- 
fective June 20, the following changes apply to United Kingdom 
ports: Asphalt shingles, 75 cents per 100 pounds; carbon black to 
Aberdeen and Dundee only, 15 cents per cubic foot; coin changing 
machines, 70 cents per 100 pounds; pins, wooden insulators, creo- 
soted, to Aberdeen, Dundee, Leith, Hull, Newcastle and Irish ports, 
65 cents per 100 pounds, and 60 cents per 100 pounds to all other 
United Kingdom ports; pianos, 60 cents per cubic foot; wood mould- 
ing; unfinished, 75 cents per 100 pounds; wood moulding, finished, 
$1.50 per 100 pounds. 

Transatlantic-Continent—At the meeting of this conference held 
in Montreal the following changes in rates were made: Flour 
through July and August, 20 cents per 100 pounds, through Sep- 
tember, 22 cents per 100 pounds, and from October 1 through De- 
cember, 24 cents per 100 pounds. Contract rate of 50 cents per 100 
pounds on tobacco extended through September, 1928. The varouis 
lines are now prepared to enter into contracts covering dried fruit 
for the coming season. 

Haiti, Santo Domingo and West Indies—At the last meeting of 
this conference the following rates on automobiles to Haitian ports 
were established, to become effective July 2: Automobiles, boxed, 30 
cents per cubic foot; chassis, boxed, 30 cents per cubic foot; trucks 
with bodies attached, boxed, 25 cents per cubic foot; truck bodies, 
boxed, 30 cents per cubic foot; truck cabs, boxed, 30 cents per cubic 
foot. 

Port charges on all boxed autos, chassis, truck bodies and trucks 
with bodies attached to be figured on actual boxed measurements as 
rated. Automobiles, unboxed, 40 cents per cubic foot on actual boxed 
measurement; chassis, single, unboxed, 40 cents per cubic foot on 
actual boxed measurement; trucks with bodies attached, unboxed, 
30 cents per cubic foot on actual boxed measurements; truck bodies, 


unboxed, not carried; truck cabs, unboxed, not carried. 

Port charges on-all unboxed automobiles, chassis and trucks with 
bodies attached to be figured on actual measurement of the unboxed 
automobiles, chassis and trucks with bodies attached. 


East Coast Mexico—The new tariff showing changes in rates from 
New York to Tampico and Vera Cruz is now available to shippers 
and can be obtained from W. C. Harban, general freight agent, New 
York & Porto Rico Steamship Co., foot of Wall street. 


At the meeting of the West Coast of Italy Conference on 
June 26, the rate on fibre, vulcanized, flexible or hard (not 
pliable), was made $15.50 per ton weight for passenger steam- 
ers, and $14.25 per ton weight for freight steamers. Weltings 
or bindings, leather or leatheroid apply finished leather rate. 

At the meeting of the River Plate and Brazil Conference 
on Tuesday, June 26th, the rate on caustic soda to Brazilian 
ports was made $9.00 per ton freight steamers, $10.00 per ton 
passenger steamers. 

A surcharge amounting to 50 per cent of the freight money 
on all cargo moving from north Pacific ports to Corinto, Nica- 
ragua, will be put into effect August 1 by the Pacific West Coast 
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“Magic Yellowstone 
“Glacier National Park 
*Rocky Mountain National (Estes) Park 
*‘Denver—Colorado Springs— Pikes Peak Region 
‘Black Hills of South Dakota 
Pacific Northwest and Alaska 


Colorado—California—Grand Canyon 
*Can be combined with any or all of the others 


You will enjoy yourself—have a good time—on one of these tours. They 
represent a sound, sensible travel plan that is not an experiment in any 
sense. The experience, the resources and the reputation of three great 
railroads stand behind these all-expense vacation tours which have been 
arranged with the co-operation of the Pullman Company, hotel and 
motor interests, and the National Park Service. 


The “escorted tour” idea deserves your consideration in connection 
with any vacation plan, and especially in case you go alone, these 
traveling house parties are ideal, assuring many congenial acquaint- 
ances with much in common. You travel without any responsibilities, 
you see the most, in the best way, without waste of time and the low cost 
will surprise ‘you. 


Some of your friends have been with us. We 
think you would be too, if you thoroughly 
understood the plan. It is explained fully in our 
illustrated booklet that is free for the asking. 


J. G. DELAPLAINE, Manager T.W. 


EuRLINGTON Escortep Tours, 547 W. Jackson Blvd., Chicago 
( ety Wabash 4600) 


Please send booklet giving full details about BURLINGTON EscorteD Tours. 
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of South America Conference, according to an announcement 
here. The surcharge was adopted because of the congestion 
now existing at Corinto. 

A ruling has been asked the National Chamber of Com- 
merce from the Department of Finance to the effect that the 
customs houses may decide in advance of shipments what 
duties shall be collected, basing their calculations and classifi- 
cation on samples. A change in the customs law will be asked 
if this is not possible under the existing legislation. Provided 
this ruling is favorable, the only work of the customs authori- 
ties when the goods arrive would be to make certain that it 
corresponded to the samples. 

The Consul General of Columbia has advised the Merchants’ 
Association that it is no longer necessary for shippers to pre- 
sent bills of lading at the Consulate. Only consular. invoices 
issued in six copies must be presented. These papers will be 
received at the office during the regular office hours. 

The Consul General of Nicaragua has given notice that, 
effective June 15, manifest fees which heretofore have been 
collected by steamship companies on behalf of the Nicaraguan 
Consulate will be collected at the consulate in addition to the 
$3 bill of lading fee. The manifest fee is 30 per cent of the 
consular fee. The consular fee is figured according to the 
consular invoice value of the shipment and the table on the 
reverse side of the consular invoice blank. The Consul Gen- 
eral announces that the change is due to the fact that one of 
the steamship companies complained of the work involved in 
collecting these fees. 

The “Carta de Aviso,” sometimes issued by Colombian 
consuls in the United States, and particularly at New York, 
to cover shipments on which the certified consular invoice and 
bill of lading have been delayed, will not hereafter be accepted 
by the collector of customs at Cartagena, according to cable 
dispatches to the Department of Commerce from Vice Consul 
Edward B. Rand. Instead, shipments arriving at that port un- 
accompanied by certified consular invoices and bills of lading 
will be declared contraband, even if they are covered by the 
consul’s “Carta de Aviso,” in accordance with the new ruling, 
it is declared. 

Under Colombian customs Jaw, goods arriving in Colombian 
ports without the necessary shipping documents are liable to 
confiscation. Accordingly, the Colombian consulate general at 
New York several years ago initiated the practice of issuing 
to shippers a “Carta de Aviso,” advising the customs authorities 
of the reason for the delay and promising the consular docu- 
ments on the next steamers, whenever the documents were 
delayed so as to fail to catch the steamer on which the goods 
were shipped. 

Central authorities in Colombia appear neither to have 
ratified nor countermanded this practice, but to have tacitly 
allowed the consul general to continue it. 


The following westbound intercoastal rate changes were 
made public by H. M. Runyon, Pacific coast representative of 
the United States Intercoastal Conference at San Francisco: 


; New contract item 3189 (effective June 13), soda fountain out- 
fits, consisting of draft arms or stands with and without lighting 
fixtures, including 


1 globes, shades and soda fountain counters or 
counter interiors, or mixed carloads, with back bar basis tops, coun- 


ters, counter slabs, lighting fixtures for same; refrigerators, work 
boards in barrels, boxes, crates. Expiring September 30. Contract 
rate, $1.75; minimum, 20,000 pounds. 


Add ,to item 770 (effective June 16), shirts, including shirts 
contaning silk, not exceeding 50 per cent weight. Shipper consignee 
must certify weight of silk of any article not exceeding 50 per cent. 


New item 988, cordials, viz.: Vermouth cocktails, benedictine. 
Acceptance subject to government regulations. Rates, C. L., $1; 
L. C. L., $1.50; minimum, 


24,000 pounds. 
Machinery: Add to ftem 2385 (effective June 20), hard tumbling 
mill stars, iron or steel; fruit juice extractors; electrical motor driven; 
machines, power grain and seed cleaning. 


Rubber balls: Add note one to item 5059, rates named will not 
apply to tennis or golf balls; apply class rates. 
Add new item 496, brass, bronze or copper goods, viz.: Shaving 


stick boxes, razor blade boxes, powder, compact, rouge boxes, match, 
cigarette, lip stick boxes; $3.50 any quantity. 

New contract item 762 (effective July 1), commodities as de- 
scribed in item 761, viz.: Clips or fasteners, paper (metal), in boxes. 
Expiring December 31. Note—Permitting mixture with item 809, 
covering clothing trimmings, iron or steel, zine or brass in barrels 


or boxes, C. L. rate applicable each; contract rate, 60 cents; mini- 
mum, 24,000 pounds. 


Add new contract item 808—Commodities as described in item 
809, viz.: Clothing trimmings, iron or steel, zinc or brass in barrels 
or boxes. Expiring December 31. Note—Permitting C. L. mixture 
with item 761; rate applicable to each; contract rate, 70 cents; mini- 
mum, 20,000 pounds. 


Advance rate item 761 to C. L. 70 cents; L. C. L., $1.20. 


Add notes, items 761 and 809, permitting C. L. mixtures at rates 
applicable to each. 


RECONDITIONING OF VESSELS, ETC 


Acting under authority granted by the independent offices 
appropriation law for the next fiscal year, the Shipping Board 
had directed Commissioner Cone, in charge of ship construction 
matters, to prepare advertisements for bids for the recondition- 
ing of the Mount Vernon and Monticello. These vessels are 
ex-German passenger liners that were seized by the United 
States when it declared war against Germany. They have been 
idle in recent years because they have not been in condition 
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for operation. The appropriation act provides that they may 
be reconditioned at a total cost of not to exceed $12,000,099 
for both vessels. Of the total cost $10,000,000 may be drawn 
from the board’s ship construction loan fund. 

If and when reconditioned, the vessels are to be placed ip 
operation by the United States Lines, the board’s passenger 
line operating agency in the north Atlantic. 

At the meeting of the board at which authorization fo; 
advertising of bids on reconditioning of the two vessels was 
granted, Chairman O’Connor proposed that the board offer for 
sale the United States Lines and the American Merchant Lines, 
and the proposal was taken under consideration. 

The United States Lines operate the Leviathan, George 
Washington, President Harding, President Roosevelt, America 
and Republic. With the Mount Vernon and the Monticello, the 
lines would have eight vessels, and, according to steamship 
operating experts of the board, would be able to handle the 
traffic available in much better shape than now. 

The American Merchant Lines, operated for the board by 
J. H. Winchester & Co., Inc., of New York, operate five com- 
bination cargo-passenger ships—the American Trader, American 
Banker, American Merchant, American Farmer and American 
Shipper—between New York and London, and five cargo ships 
between north Atlantic ports and London, Hull, Leith and 
Dundee. 

Proposals to combine the services of the United States 
Lines and of the American Merchant Lines have been under 
consideration in the past. 

Chairman O’Connor said June 28 that the purpose of ask- 
ing bids for the reconditioning of the Mount Vernon and Monti- 
cello was to enable the board to ascertain the cost of such 
work for consideration in connection with the proposal to offer 
the United States Lines for sale. He said, if the lines were 
sold, the purchaser would be required to recondition the two 
vessels and that the board would lend money for part of the 
cost under the Jones-White act. 


OCEAN MAIL ROUTES 


Acting Postmaster-General W. Irving Glover has certified 
to the chairman of the Shipping Board thirteen ocean mail 
routes as routes that should be established or operated under 
the provisions of the Jones-White merchant marine act. These 
are in addition to seven routes previously certified by the Post 
Office Department. 

The routes, present annual volume of mail, the estimated 


five-year volume in pounds, and the frequency of service, 
follow: 


New York to Colon (Cristobal), 295,083 pounds; 
376,606 pounds; 26 times a year. 

Boston to Yarmouth, 149,779 pounds; 868,995 pounds; 118 times 
a year. 

New York to Havana, 302,405 pounds; 1,846,206 pounds; 52 times 
a year. 

New Orleans to Progreso, 22,811 pounds; 139,262 pounds; 36 times 
a year. 


_._ New York to Vera Cruz, via Havana and Progreso, 92,571 pounds; 
565,152 pounds; 52 times a year. 


New York to La Guayra, Puerto Cabello, Maracaibo, Curacao and 


and Balboa, 


Aruba, via San Juan, 930,614 pounds; 5,681,482 pounds; 52 times a 
year. 
Galveston or Port Arthur, to ports in Haiti, Porto Rico and 


Santo Domingo, 86,400 pounds; 527,479 pounds; 52 times a year. 
New York to Copenhagen and other Scandinavian and Baltic 

ports, 400,581 pounds; 2,445,583 pounds; weekly service within the 

discretion of the Postmaster General. 


New York to Freetown, Seccondee and other west African ports, 
43,546 pounds; 265,849 pounds; 20 times a year. 


Seattle to Manila, via ports in Japan and China, 5,617,683 pounds; 
28,942,377 pounds; 26 times a year. 


San Francisco to Manila via ports in Hawaii, Japan and China, 
1,970,445 pounds; 10,151,715 pounds; 26 times a year. 

Portland to Manila via Yokohama, Kobe and Hongkong, new 
service, no mails having heretofore been dispatched, but it is esti- 
mated that some parcel post from Portland and vicinity may be 
assigned in the future; 24 times a year. 


Portland to Dairen via Shanghai, Tsingtan and Takubar (Tient- 


sin), new service, same statement made as in preceding paragraph; 
12 times a year. 


FOREIGN TRADE IN 1928 


We are in the midst of the world’s greatest foreign trade 
year since before the war, says the National Foreign Trade 
Council, in issuing “Foreign Trade in 1928,” the proceedings 
of its Houston National Foreign Trade Convention. The Coun- 
cil estimates that the volume of the world’s export trade this 
year is more than ten per cent greater than the corresponding 
trade carried before the war. 

The 48 principal trading nations of the world, says the 
Council, did $19,482,000,000 worth of export business last year 
compared with $18,400,000,000 for 1925, which was the first year 
when the world actually exceeded the pre-war volume of exports. 

The 1913 export total of these nations was about $17,700.- 
000,000. The present figures, computed according to 1913 dollar 
values, show the world has gained in actual volume of export 
trade $1,782,000,000, or slightly in excess of ten per cent in the 
course of its rehabilitation from the war. 

The Houston convention specialized on Latin America, and 
ten nations south of Panama, led by a strong advance in Argen- 
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This International heavy-duty chain-drive truck with 
10-ton all-steel trailer serves the U. P. at Astoria, 


Oregon. 





An International Speed Truck, a veteran in the service 
of the U. P. dining car and hotel department. 





One of the U. P.’s McCormick-Deering Industrial Trac- 





tors at Omaha. An ideal power unit for pulling, pushing, 
and lifting, in yards, repair shops, stores and material 


supply departments, etc. 


S/S? x x x 


A fewofthe more recent additions 
to the list of owners of International 


Harvester trucks and tractors: 


Boston & Albany 
Canada Steamship Lines 
Central of Georgia 


Mississippi Warrior Service 


D. L. & W. 
Oregon-Washington R. & N. Co. 
Philadelphia & Reading 
Piedmont & Northern 
Seaboard Air Lines 





cS 


The Union Pacific 


One of Sixty Leading Roads and Related 
Companies Owning and Operating 


International 
Harvester 


Motor Trucks and Industrial Tractors 


HE EQUIPMENT illustrated is being used 

with complete success by the Union Pacific 
Railroad, each unit an object lesson in modern 
transportation and handling—via International 
Harvester. 


The chain-drive truck, above, facilitates rapid 
freight handling across the Columbia River at Astoria, 
Oregon. Two 10-ton trailers are kept at work and 
the truck shuttles them between docks and railroad 
sidings by way of the new U. P. ferry. International 
Heavy-Duty Trucks range in 2'2, 3/2, and 5-ton sizes, and 
both chain and double reduction drive are available. 

The lighter International at the left has long 
rendered faithful, economical service in the dining 
car and hotel department of the U. P. at Omaha. The 
International Speed Truck line is unusually complete. 
Sizes: 1%, 1%, and 2-ton, both 4 and 6-cylinder. There 
is also the fast %-ton model called the “Special Delivery.” 

The McCormick-Deering Industrial Tractor shown 
here is one of two used by the U. P. at the Omaha 
shops. Officials of various important roads have 
written us enthusiastically about our industrial tractor. 
It cannot be beat as a combination of power, flexi- 
bility, versatility, and economy. 

International Harvester trucks and tractors are suit- 
ing the railroads to a “T.” And service is rendered 
them through 164 International Company-owned 
branches in the United States and Canada. Our new 
catalog on equipment for the railroads will be sent 
on request. Demonstrations gladly arranged. 


INTERNATIONAL HARVESTER COMPANY 


OF AMERICA 
606 s. Michigan Ave. (Incorporated) Chicago, Illinois 


ON © | aS! (2 
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tina, showed a total real gain in exports for the last two years 
of almost twenty per cent, making South America the area of 
the most rapidly increasing export trade growth in the world. 
The United States and Canada, with a slight recession in ex- 
port trade in dollar values in the last two years, each gained 
about four per cent in increased volume of export trade in the 
present market of falling export prices. Central America, in- 
cluding Cuba and Mexico, gained about five per cent, western 
Europe about four per cent, Asia about one per cent, while 
Australia and New Zealand fell behind about two per cent be- 
tween 1925 and 1927. 

The Houston convention, the report declares, attracted the 
attention of the American people to the great possibilities of 
trade with Latin America by stressing the fact that, despite 
political prejudices in some quarters, business communities 
throughout Latin America regard the United States as their 
logical buying and selling market. It was brought out in the 
course of the sessions that combined purchases of Latin Amer- 
icans in this country, exceeding $900,000,000, were greater than 
their purchases from England, France and Germany combined 
during the year 1927. 

The report of the Houston convention includes a. series of 
nine export merchandising sessions comprising the A B C of 
modern American export practice from nine authoritative 
experts. 

The leading address of the convention, that of George P. 
Auld, of Haskins & Sells, former accountant-general of the Rep- 
aration Commission, has been reissued in pamphlet form as 
“The Mythical Transfer Problem” and has had a world-wide 
circulation. Other outstanding addresses include “The Merchant 
Shipping Issue,’ by Norman F. Titus, chief of the transporta- 
tion division, Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Commerce, 
Washington, D. C.; “Foreign Trade Aspects of the Tariff,’ by 
George C. Davis, customs adviser, National Council of American 
Importers and Traders, Inc., New York; “The Foreign Trade 
Outlook,” by Eugene P. Thomas, vice-president, United States 
Steel Corporation, New York; “The Department of State and 
American Enterprise Abroad,” by William R. Castle, Jr., Assist- 
ant Secretary of State, Washington; “Foreign Trade Develop- 
ment of the Gulf Ports,” by James P. Butler, president, Canal 
Bank & Trust Company, New Orleans, La.; and ‘Foreign Trade 
Progress,’ by James A. Farrell, chairman of the National For- 
eign Trade Council. 

The number of delegates attending the convention was 1,132, 
including more than fifty visiting delegates from nineteen for- 
eign countries. A full list of delegates present, together with 
the final declaration of policy and principles adopted and a 
comprehensive reference index, accompanies the volume. 





SHIPPING LINES’ CONSOLIDATION 


Revival in New York of reports that the Shipping Board 
and the Fleet Corporation were planning to effect a consolida- 
tion of the American France Line, operated for the board by the 
Cosmopolitan Shipping Company of New York, and of the 
American Diamond Lines, operated for the board by the Black 
Diamond Steamship Corporation of New York, brought forth 
statements at the board that a consolidation was not under 
consideration. It was said at the offices of the Fleet Corpora- 
tion, however, that a proposal for merger of the services 
had been brought before the corporation and that the matter 
had been discussed with representatives of both operators. It 
was stated, however, that the Fleet Corporation had received no 
iustructions from the Shipping Board to make an investigation 
and study looking to consolidation of the services, and that 
it could not be said what action the corporation would take as 
the result of the conference with the operators. 

The American France Line operates a regular cargo service 
from New York, Philadelphia and Baltimore to Havre and Dun- 
kirk and to Bordeaux and St. Nazaire, while the American 
Diamond Lines operate a regular cargo service from north 
Atlantic ports to Rotterdam and Antwerp. The question of 
merging these services has been before the board and Fleet 
Corporation off and on for the last few years. 





SPLIT DELIVERY CASE 


The Shipping Board, June 26, denied the motions of the 
Argonaut Steamship Line and the Calmer Steamship Corpora- 
tion asking that the complaint filed by the Associated Jobbers 
of Los Angeles against the Argonaut Line and other inter- 
coastal carriers be dismissed. This is the so-called split de- 
livery case that has been pending before the board for some 
time and in which briefs were submitted in favor of and against 
the motion to dismiss. Time will be afforded for defendants 
to file answers to the complaint before the proceeding is set 
for hearing. 


OIL BIDS OPENED 


Proposals to supply the bunker oil requirements of Ship- 
ping Board vessels in the calendar years 1929, 1930 and 1931 at 
Atlantic and Gulf ports were opened by the Merchant Fleet 
Corporation June 27. 
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The maximum estimated requirements are approximat 
875,000 barrels monthly. 


el 
The bids received ranged from 73 poe 


a barrel on eargo oil for delivery at Gulf ports in the calendar 
year 1929 to $1.35 a barrel top price at New York in the three. 


year period. The lowest New York offer of 90 cents was the 
lowest ever accorded Shipping Board vessels at New York. The 
lowest heretofore offered at New York was 98 cents, in 1919 
Bids were received from the following companies: 


Gulf Refining Company, Pittsburgh; Standard Oil Company of 
New Jersey, New York; Texas Company, New York; Tidewater (jj 
Company, New York; City Service Refining Company, Boston; Pure 
Oil Company, Chicago; Beacon Oil Company, Boston; and Pan Amer- 
ican Petroleum Transport Company, New York. 


PORT OF PORTLAND, ORE 


A review of the ocean shipping activities and facilities of 
the port of Portland, Ore., is given in the current issue of the 
Merchant Fleet News, published by the Merchant Fleet Corpo- 
ration, the Shipping Board’s ship operating agency. In 1927, 
according to the review, 1,678 ships entered and cleared Port. 
land harbor, representing 46 domestic and 11 foreign lines. 
They carried 5,065,995 tons of cargo, valued at $277,568,568. 
The material for the article was prepared by Erwin A. Taft, 
manager, foreign trade, of the Portland Chamber of Commerce, 


OCEAN AGREEMENTS APPROVED 


The Shipping Board has approved the following agreements 
filed with it under section 15 of the shipping act: 


Calmar Steamship Corp. with Border Line Transportation (Co.: 
Provides for movement of shipments on through bills of lading from 
U. S. Atlantic coast ports to Victoria and Vancouver, B. C., Everett, 
Bellingham and Tacoma, Wash., transshipment Seattle. Through 
rates to be combination of locals of the two carriers, except on traffic 
to Tacoma, as to which port the intercoastal local rate is to be applied, 
the intercoastal carrier to absorb the Border Line local. On all traffic 
covered by the agreement the intercoastal carrier is to absorb wharf- 
age charges and cost of transfer at Seattle. When shipments aggre- 
gate fifteen tons or more the Border Line vessels are to call alongside 
Calmar dock. 

Calmar Steamship Corp. with Merchants’ Transportation Co.: 
Provides for movement of shipments on through bills of lading from 
U. S. Atlantic coast ports to Bellingham, Everett and Tacoma, Wash., 
upon same terms and conditions as in preceding agreement (No. 644) 
with the Border Line Transportation Company. 

An agreement of the Panama Mail Steamship Company with the 
Dollar Steamship Line, Oceanic and Oriental Navigation Company, 
States Steamship Company, and the Tacoma Oriental Steamship 
Company, which provides for the movement of shipments on through 
bills of lading between Atlantic coast ports of the United States and 
Oriental ports, via San Francisco or Los Angeles. The through rates, 
based on direct line conference rates, are to be apportioned equally 
between the intercoastal and the respective transpacific carrier, after 
deduction of cost of transshipment, but with a minimum proportion 
of $4.50 to the intercoastal line. 


NAMES OF VESSELS CHANGED 


The Shipping Board has authorized the Export Steamship 
Corporation of New York to change the name of the vessel Hog 
Island to Express and the name of the Lambs to Exporter. 
These changes are being made in accord with the policy of 
the Export line, which purchased its line from the board, to 
call all its ships by names with the prefiex “Ex.” 


PACKING SHIPMENTS FOR FRANCE 


“The packing of kitchen and household equipment generally 
is often too heavy and not properly arranged, according to 
French importers,’ says Consul George Orr, Paris, in a report 
made public by the Department of Commerce. 

“The excess wegiht in packing cases adds, naturally, to 
freight charges. Built-up articles not securely braced in the 
case are almost certain to be damaged in course of transpor- 
tation. 

“A French importer who has the agency for various Amer- 
ican household articles has asked that his following comments 
of June 3, 1926, be brought again to the attention of American 
exporters, since, in spite of the considerable improvement, he 
still finds occasional cause for objection: 


‘The deliveries are very good, but the packing is 
defective. If one judges by the space wasted in the boxes, wood 
must be very cheap in America. The boxes, being too large, do not 
properly protect the merchandise and make the cost of freight ex- 
cessive. At $0.40 per cubic foot, with the rate of the dollar at more 
than 30 francs, it seems to be worth while looking into, but so far I 
have had great difficulty in making myself heard on that score.’ ”’ 


very often 





PARCEL POST REGULATIONS 


The Post Office Department has announced that arrange- 
ments have been made with Germany, effective July 1, 1928, 
providing for the payment of indemnity in connection with the 
loss, rifling, or damage of registered parcel post packages. In 
connection with the announcement, postmasters have been ad- 
vised as to regulations that govern the handling of parcel post 
to Germany. 

Effective July 1, 1928, the weight limit for parcel post pack- 
ages for Gibraltar will be increased to 22 pounds. Jewelry, 
coin, and bullion are excluded from parcels that weigh over 
11 pounds. 
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Freight Rates 


Thirty-third of a Series of Fifty-two Articles on This Subject, Written for The Traffic World, 
by G. Lloyd Wilson, Ph.D., Professor of Commerce and Transportation, 
University of Pennsylvania. 


The Southern Rate Adjustment—Part II 


The decisions of the Interstate Commerce Commission in 
the series of southern rate cases beginning with the fourth 
section case, decided in 1914,’ to the original decision in the 
southern class rate investigation in 1925,? and the supplementary 
decision in 1927, tended, in general, to reduce the number of 
departures from the long-and-short-haul principle of rate mak- 
ing.* The basing point system had not been eliminated en- 
tirely. In many cases, while adjustments seeking to eliminate 
fourth section departures had been made on traffic moving in 
one direction, no corresponding reductions had been made in 
the reverse direction, so that grave inconsistencies prevailed.‘ 

Another complicating factor in the already involved situa- 
tion was the number of exception sheets or tariffs published 
by the southern roads that removed traffic from the class rat- 
ings prescribed by the Southern Classification. There were 68 
tariffs of exceptions to the Southern Classification in effect at 
the time of the decision of the I. C. C. in docket 13494. In 
addition to these exception sheets, four southern states provided 
separate state classifications applicable on intrastate traffic in 
Alabama, Florida, Georgia, and Mississippi. The multiplicity 
and complexity of tariffs were found by the Commission to 
constitute a serious abuse. In 1922, the Louisville & Nashville 
Railroad alone spent $750,000 in the compilation, publication, 
and distribution of tariffs. Other roads must have spent cor- 
responding amounts. The Commission, in the southern class 
rate decision, stressed the confusion and waste resulting from 
these exceptions by quoting from the testimony offered in the 
case by one of the carriers’ witnesses: 


The chances for errors are numerous when it is realized that 
an agent at a local station on this road in Alabama (the Atlanta, 
Birmingham & Atlantic), is expected to know that on intrastate 
freight he must apply the Alabama Classification, unless the article is 
specified in Exeeption Note 7 to that classification, or unless it is in- 
cluded in Alabama commodity groups (statutory rates), and that 
on interstate traffic he is to apply Exception Note 7 to Southern 
Classification, and in the absence of specific provision therein for 
the article, will apply Southern classification No. 45.5 


The class rate distance scales published by the southern 
carriers to be applied locally in the absence of specific rates 
varied so in rate levels per one hundred pounds per mile and in 
the percentage relationships of classes that they impaired the 
usefulness of the classification and contributed to the rate chaos. 
The same faults were found in the specific class rates. The 
Commission pointed out graphically the variations in the per- 
centage relationship of classes: 


(Southern Classification) Range of Percentage Relationships 


Classes: 1 2 3 4 5 6 A B y D 
co i ee 100% 95% 86% T8% T1% 60% 61% 60% 16% 416% 
BE sartoccceae 100% 80% 55% 44% 36% 30% 21% 30% 16% 16% 


Chaos also existed in the commodity rates published by 
the southern carriers. Many of these rates bore percentage 
relationships to the class rates so that they came within the 
range of the investigation of the Commission in the class rate 
case of 1925. In its decision in this case the Commission said, 
through Commissioner Eastman, who reported the decision, that 
this case had importance beyond the immediate class rate 
investigation for two reasons: 


1. If a simplified and consistent class-rate structure can be 
adopted, the carriers believe that it will be possible gradually to 
eliminate many commodity rates that have no reason for existence, 
beyond the inconsistencies of the present class rates. 

2. If such a class-rate structure is adopted, the carriers intend, 
if we permit, to follow the same relationships between localities and 
communities in the revision of many commodity rates.* 


Intra-Territorial Rates in the South 


The rates between points in the south were the legacies 
of the old days of short-line competition, actual and potential 
water competition, industrial and commercial competition, and 
the competition of routes that built up*the basing point system 
and riddled the south with fourth section departures. To the 
worn-out basis of rates, suited, perhaps, to the conditions of 
other days, but not to modern railroad and commercial condi- 
tions, temporary palliatives had patched up the obsolete struc- 
ture. Carriers’ witnesses testified in the proceedings in the 


7 i. Cc. ©. 3 Bi. C. C. ‘Gi. 

7306 I. C. C. GAR. 

“36 3. C. Ci Gee. 

100 I. C. C. 533. 

5100 1. C. C. 532. Quotation of record. 
"100 I. C. C. 534. 


southern class rate investigation that many of the old theories 
of rate-making could not be adapted or applied to the present. 
day conditions, and, while those theories served the territory 
for many years, the system, as a piece of machinery, was faij- 
ing in many of its parts, so that even to attempt to rely on 
it would probably have resulted in freight rates as objection. 
able, perhaps, to the carriers as to the general public and to 
the Commission. 

Many of the tariffs applicable to traffic within the south 
and, for that matter, between the south and points outside the 
territory, published “treated” and “untreated” rates. “Un. 
treated” rates are rates that, at the time the tariffs carrying 
these words were issued, had not been revised in accordance 
with the order of the Commission in Fourth Section Violations 
in the Southeast, 30 I. C. C. 153. Following this decision, the 
southeastern lines appointed a fourth section committee to 
make a complete revision of the rates in accordance with the 
findings of the Commission. This committee had not completed 
its work up to the time of the southern class rate decision. 
Hence, the “untreated” rates were carried in the tariffs. 

Between the Ohio River and points in the south, the rates 
were made then by differential relationships varying with the 
points of origin and destination. To the portion of the south 
known as Atlanta sub-territory and as far north as Chattanooga, 
Tenn., the rates from all the Ohio River crossings from Cairo, 
Ill., to Cincinnati, O., were blanketed. To Montgomery sub- 
territory, Cincinnati, O., rates were differentially higher than 
the rates applying from the lower Ohio River crossings, Louis- 
ville to Cairo, inclusive. Rates from Memphis, Tenn., were 
usually made differentially lower than the rates from the Ohio 
River crossings. These rates also fixed the rates from other 
Mississippi River crossings, including St. Louis, Mo., and 
Vicksburg and Natchez, Miss. The differentials varied with 
the points of origin and destination. The rates between Knox- 
ville, Nashville and Chattanooga were also differentially related 
to the Ohio River crossing rates.’ 

The rates from the Virginia cities, from Roanoke to Nor- 
folk, on the Norfolk & Western, Chesapeake & Ohio, and 
Virginian railways, including Lynchburg, Richmond, Parkers- 
burg and Suffolk, to points in the south were, for many years, 
made the same from any of these gateways. The Virginia 
cities rate adjustment was made with reference to the water- 
rail rates from Baltimore, so that the port of Norfolk might 
enjoy the benefits of these water-rail rates applying via the 
south Atlantic ports. 

The rates to the south Atlantic ports from the Ohio River 
crossings were usually grouped. From the Virginia cities, 
Jacksonville; Fla., and Brunswick, Ga., were usually grouped, 
but Savannah, Ga., had a lower rate basis, while to Charleston, 
S. C., was accorded a still lower basis. The rates from the 
lower Mississippi Valley points that were not related to the 
Ohio River crossings were often made the same to two and 
sometimes to three of these south Atlantic ports, but seldom 
to all four. 

There was no traditional grouping of the Gulf ports or of 
the Mississippi River points comparable to that of the Ohio 
River crossings. The carriers had given consideration to and 
offered a plan. for grouping these border points where there was 
no great discrepancy in distance. From Virginia cities and 
Carolina territory, the Mississippi River crossings, Greenville, 
Miss., to New Orleans, La., inclusive, were to be grouped. 
Likewise, from the Ohio River crossings and related points, 
such as St. Louis, Memphis, and Nashville, all the Gulf ports, 
New Orleans, La., to Pensacola. Fla., inclusive, were to be 
grouped. Mobile and Pensacola were grouped, except on traffic 
from points in the southern portions of the lower tier of states 
and in Florida. There is a similar grouping of New Orleans 
and Gulfport, Miss. To most points in the southeast, Mobile 
was to be graded 15 cents under New Orleans. In Carolina 
territory, the differential started at 10 cents, then became 5 
cents, and finally disappeared in the northwestern corner of 


-North Carolina. At Montgomery and points beyond reached 


through Montgomery, the rates from New Orleans and Vicks- 
burg were to be the same. At the key point, Atlanta, the rates 
from New Orleans, Vicksburg, and Greenville, were the same 
as from all the Ohio River crossings; at another key point, 
Birmingham, the rates from New Orleans and Natchez were the 
same as from the Cairo-Louisville group, while Vicksburg and 
qreenville had rates 10 cents lower. 

A system of grouping was fixed in Carolina territory many 


I. C. C., I. and S. Docket 1261, 61 I. C. C. 308. 


June 
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years ago with reference to traffic from the Virginia cities and 
points beyond. There are five such groups, or zones, the ar- 
rangement ending at the Georgia state line. At all points in 
each of these zones the rates from the Virginia cities are the 
same, except so far as the zone rates are higher than the 
alternative mileage scale. 

The carriers proposed, in the southern class rate case, to 
continue this system of zones. In the North Carolina case, the 
Commission established a somewhat similar grouping on traffic 
between North Carolina and other parts of the south. Prior 
to that decision, the rates from North Carolina points were, in 
general, the same as from the Virginia cities. The order in 
this case broke up this blanket and prescribed certain differ- 
entials under Richmond and Norfolk, dividing North Carolina 
into comparatively small groups for this purpose. These dif- 
ferentials and groups vary to different sections of the south. 
In their proposed adjustment the carriers retained this arrange- 
ment with minor modifications. They also proposed a similar 
arrangement with respect to South Carolina. 


Rate groups that resembled the system of groups in Caro- 
lina territory were found in Mississippi Valley territory. This 
arrangement was of comparatively recent origin, having been 
adopted in the so-called “Pitt readjustment” which became 
effective in 1921 and was modified April 1, 1922.° There are 
six Mississippi Valley groups around the following Mississippi 
River points: Memphis, Helena, Greenville, Vicksburg, Natchez 
and New Orleans. Rates were the same from Cairo to all points 
in each group, and this was true of other Ohio River crossings 
and points beyond whose rates were related, directly or indi- 
rectly, to Cairo. It was also true. of Memphis, so far as the 
four lower groups are concerned. These Mississippi Valley 
groups were not territorial zones, like those in Carolina ter- 
ritory, but were strictly groups of points that had common 
rates. Rates to points situated between these groups were 
graded from one group rate to another, and, on the weaker 
lines that had received fourth-section relief, they exceeded 
those to the more distant grouped points. From Virginia 
cities and related Carolina points, Mississippi Valley territory 
was differently divided into five groups as follows: (1) Mem- 
phis-Columbus-Meridian; (2) Corinth; (3) middle and west Ten- 
nessee and Kentucky; (4) Winona-Jackson-Hattiesburg; (5) 
Mississippi River-Gulf ports. 


From the iron and steel manufacturing centers in eastern 
Ohio, northern Kentucky, and West Virginia, including Ports- 
mouth and Ironton, O., Ashland, Ky., and Charletson, Hunting- 
ton, and Kenova, W. Va., the rates were grouped quite gen- 
erally to points in the rate territories of the south. 


The changes in the rate relationships sketched here briefly 
that were proposed by the southern carriers prior to and in the 
southern class rate investigation, tended toward the elimination 
of fourth section departures by direct routes and toward the 
establishment of uniform mileage scales for shorter hauls within 
the territory generally. 

These adjustments, as stated by the Commission in its de- 
cision, were designed to: 


1. Avoid increases in the depressed rates which might seem too 
radical a departure from the past. 


Conserve revenue by frequently blanketing the new rates at 


the depressed points back over the intermediate territory, some- 
times for considerable distances. 


3. Preserve traditional groupings and other recognized relation- 
ships, so far as practicable, except where this would involve too 
glaring a disregard of distance. 

4. Follow the general outlines of the rate structures which became 
effective within Southern Territory as a result of the Pitt readjustment 
and of the orders in the North Carolina Case.” 


Traffic moving between points on the Florida peninsula east 
of the Apalachicola River and south of the Seaboard Air Line 
from Jacksonville to River Junction were generally made by 
adding specifics or locals to the Jacksonville rates. The rates 
in effect to and from Jacksonville were generally depressed 
below normal levels because of the water competition at that 
point. 


In general, the all-rail rates on intra-territorial traffic in 
the south had been gradually worked away from the historic 
basing point system toward rates that observed the distance 
principle, except to the extent noted above. The carriers were 
contented, at the time of the southern class rate investigation, 
with rates made in conformity with the fourth section provi- 


sions, except in cases where relief was requested from the 
Commission: 


1. To enable a circuitous rail line or route to meet the charges of 
a more direct line or route from or to intermediate points on its line, 
provided the relief did not include intermediate points as to which 
the haul of the petitioning line or route is not longer than that of 
the first line or route between the competitive points. 

2. To permit grouping with pivotal points of other points in 
recognized or established groups or to permit establishment of rates 





SCorporation Commission of North Carolina vs. Director General, 
57 1. C. C., 523; 62 I. C. C., 64; and 64 I. C. C., 264 
_*This adjustment was worked out in conference between the 
shippers and carriers uyder the direction of Assistant Traffic Di- 
rector Pitt of the United States Railroad Administration. 
0100 I. C. C, 542. 
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from or to other points made with relation to the rates from or ty 
such pivotal points, without requiring the observance of the go. 
called equidistant rule.” 


Following is a summary of the decision of the Commission 
in the southern class rate investigation case 1925: 


Interstate class rates between points in Southern territory were 
to be not higher than a normal level based upon a distance scale or 
scales of such extent as to cover hauls of all lengths. 

Maximum reasonable interstate class rates on standard lines he- 
tween points in Southern territory and over routes lying wholly 
within such territory, except between points in Virginia and points in 
North Carolina and except to and from points in the Florida penin- 
sula were ordered on the basis of rates determined by a scale pre- 
scribed by the Commission in its order. 

Maximum reasonable interstate class rates on standard lines 
between points in the Florida peninsula south of the line of the 
Seaboard Air Line from Jacksonville to River Junction, on the one 
hand, and other points in Southern territory, on the other, were to 
be established on the basis of the rates determined by the distance 
scale prescribed plus arbitraries determined by a scale of arbitraries 
prescribed to be used for the part of the distance lying south of the 
line of the Seaboard Air Line above referred to. 

All carriers operating in Southern territory were to be classed 
as standard lines for the purpose of the findings of the Commission, 
except certain short and weak lines which required special rate 
treatment. 

In applying the scales of distance rates and arbitraries distances 
would be computed at actual mileage over the shortest possible 
routes between any two points via existing connections for inter- 
change of carload traffic, embracing as a maximum the lines or parts 
of lines of not more than three carriers for distances of 200 miles 
or less, four carriers for distances from 200 to 500 miles, and five 
earriers for greater distances, except that 50 miles might be used as 
constructive distance for car-float transfer on the Tennessee River 
in Alabama between Hobb’s Island and Gunter’s Landing. 

Reasonable interstate class rates between, from, or to points 
on specified weak or short lines were determined by the standard 
scale plus arbitraries determined by a distance scale similar but not 
necessarily the same as the scale provided for Florida traffic, ap- 
plied to the haul over the short or weak line. 

No justification was found by the Commission for requiring 
the maintenance or establishment of less-than-carload exceptions to 
the Southern Classification. 

Through class rates, lower than the combination of local rates 
to and from the boundary lines, relatively no higher than those found 
reasonable as a maximum for application within Southern territory, 
jt a ordered to be established between Official and Southern terri- 
tories. 

Joint rail-water-rail class rates between interior points in Eastern 
territory and interior points in Southern territory were found to be 
necessary and desirable in the public interest and ordered established, 
in lieu of the prevalent nonconcurrence rates, between such points in 
all cases where maximum reasonable rail-water-rail rates were pre- 
scribed by the Commission order. 

Maximum reasonable and nonprejudicial interstate class rates 
between Official and Southern territories were ordered governed by 
Southern Classification and based upon certain key rates or, in the 
case of points between which no key rates were ordered, based upon 
the standard scale. In no case should interterritorial all-rail class 
rates, however, exceed the lowest rates that might be made by 
combining the local class rates, applicable within Official territory 
to the traffic in question, governed by the applicable classification 
or exceptions thereto, to or from any one of specified gateways with 
the differential class rate applicable from or to the same gateway 
under a scale of rates governed by Southern Classification or ex- 
ceptions thereto. 

In constructing rates between points in Southern territory and 
points in Michigan, Vermont, New Hampshire and Maine, arbitraries 
mfght be added equivalent to those which were contemporaneously 
applied in making class rates between points in the states named 
and other points in Central Freight Association or New England 
territory, as the case might be. 

Interterritorial all-rail class rates from or to points on other than 
standard lines, as defined in the order of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission might be made by the addition of arbitraries for the 
portion of the hauls over.the lines not classed as standard lines. 

In the adjustment of class rates between Central Freight As- 
sociation and Southern territories, Portsmouth and Ironton, Ohio, 
Ashland, Ky., and Kenova and Huntingdon, W. Va., should be in- 
cluded within a single group, the distances to and from which were 
ordered to be based on Ashland. 

Hay, straw, shucks, grain, grain products, and grain by-prod- 
ucts, rated class C or class D in the Southern Classification, were 
ordered excluded for the present, from the application of the class 
rates, approved in the decision, between Official and Southern terri- 
tories and from Ohio and Mississippi River Crossings to points in 
Southern territory. 

Fourth-section orders were entered and also an order was en- 
tered modifying certain outstanding orders of the Commission to 
the extent necessary to permit the carriers to make effective the 
rates prescribed in the order in this case.” 


NIpbid, 545. 
YTbid, 513, 514. 








LUMBER SHIPMENTS 


Some seasonal curtailment in the lumber industry the 
week ended June 23, according to the National Lumber Manu- 
facturers’ Association, was indicated in reports covering that 
period from 872 mills, as compared with reports from 846 mills 
for the preceding week. New business and shipments continued 
well above production, and the industry as a whole was in a 
strong position. The following table compares the lumber move- 
ment, as reflected by the reporting mills of eight softwood, and 
two hardwood, regional associations, for the three weeks indi- 
cated; 000’s omitted: 


Preceding 
Past Week Week, 1928 (Revised) 
Softwood Hardwood Softwood Hardwood 
Mills (or units*) ...... 450 422 433 413 
ae 281,757 53,478 290,902 56,446 
OEE re 298,913 57,732 314,365 57,327 
Orders (New Bus.)..... 284,588 62,443 305,788 69,420 





*A\ unit is 35,000 feet of daily production capacity. 
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The Largest Individual Freight Terminal in the World 


HE Chicago & North Western Railway 

Company Freight Terminal, Transfer 
House, and Classification Yards are located 
at Proviso, Ill., on its main line thirteen 
miles west of Chicago. A $16,000,000 pro- 
ject for handling through traffic with ut- 
most efficiency. 

With the tremendous growth of Chicago 
and its importance as a transportation center and 
railroad terminus, there came the necessity of greater 
transfer and interchange facilities not only for present 
needs but to take care of future growth and in full 
realization of the situation this vast project was con- 
ceived by this company. 

The immensity of the improvement can be perhaps 
better visualized by the following facts: 


TOTAL AREA ‘ r ° e e 1,250 acres 
TRACK CAPACITY . . ° 26,000 cars 
THROUGH CARS PER DAY . e 15,000 cars 
The Proviso Transfer House for less than carload freight: 
Area under one roof ° e e e 21 acres 
Length - . = S ° e + 1,420 feet 
Width ° e ° ° ° e ° 720 feet 
Merchandise Cars—Daily capacity . - 700cars 


A modern Icing Plant for perishable freight. Modern 


CHICAGO <& 
SHIP 









=” NORTH WESTERN 


TRAVEL 


The Best of Everything in the Best of the West RAILWAY 


buildings and equipment of all kinds to 
facilitate and expedite operations. 

The Proviso Yard is particularly well situ- 
ated toserve the West, North, Northwest and 
Southwest as departing and arriving trains 
over the Chicagoand North Western Railway 
move directly to destinations without neces- 
sity of passing through the city of Chicago. 

In addition, the following Belt Lines deliver and re- 
ceive freightat Proviso Y ard under their own power, insur- 
ing continuous movement and expeditious handling of 
all traffic: Baltimore & Ohio Chicago Terminal R. R., Belt 
Railway Company of Chicago, Indiana Harbor Belt R.R. 

This great Transfer Yard is another indication of the 
aa emg spirit and policy of the Chicago & North 

estern Railway. 

Route shipments to all points in the world via the 
C. & N. W. Ry. which assures the Best of Everything in 
the Best of the West. 


A. C. JOHNSON, Vice President—Traffic 


H. W. BEYERS S. F. MILLER 
Freight Traffic Manager Asst. Freight Traffic Manager 
A. R. GOULD D. H. HOOPS 


Asst. Freight Traffic Manager General Freight Agent 


1853 


On -Time 
Dependable 


Service 






Responsible Reliable — Reasonable 
228-236 WEST FOURTH STREET — “Surrounded by the Wholesale District” 


Merchandise Storage — Low Insurance Rates 
Pool Car Distribution 


Freight Forwarders and Distributors 


Members: American Chain of Warehouses, American Warehousemen’s Association, Traffic 
Club of K.C., Kansas City Chamber of Commerce, United States Chamber of Commerce. 


WRITE US FOR INFORMATION AND RATES 


City Delivery Service, Twice Daily 
Prompt and Efficient Service 
Excellent System of Stock Records and Reports 
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MEN IN TRANSPORTATION 





The bureau of traffic of the Shipping Board, of which John 
Nicolson is director, by reason of its name, may be thought to 
have some relation to the traffic department of the Fleet 
Corporation, the board’s supervisory ship operating agency. 
However, the function of the board’s bureau is largely of a 
promotional character with respect to all shipping in foreign 
trade under the American flag, while the Fleet Corporation’s 
traffic department is concerned with the vessels under the 
judisdiction of the corporation. 

When Admiral William S. Benson, until recently a member 
of the Shipping Board, was at the head of the board in 1921, 
and, under istructions from President Harding, carried on as 
the board while vacancies were being filled thereon, he called 
Mr. Nicolson into service in connection with development of 
that phase of the board’s activities relating to creation of 





JOHN NICOLSON 


conditions favorable to private ownership and operation of an 
American merchant marine. 

In the beginning of this work, Mr. Nicolson headed a new 
department called the division of field information. The pre- 
amble of the resolution creating the division was as follows: 


Whereas it is the object and purpose of this board to augment, 
foster, and protect a privately operated and privately owned Amer- 
ican merchant marine by means wholly apart from its supplemental 
task of construction, regulation, and urgency operation; and to this 
end, duties having been imposed by law whose proper discharge re- 
quire information not now accessible, etc. 


In this department, Mr. Nicolson, among other things, 
obtained data relating to foreign discriminations prejudicial 
to American shipping. In 1922, he was made director of the 
board’s bureau of law, a department that was entirely separate 
from the ordinary legal division, and in this capacity he con- 
tinued his studies of ways in which to aid American shipping. 
In 1925 his connection with the bureau of law came to an end 
and he became director of the bureau of traffic. He is also 
director of the bureau of construction of the board. 

Under Mr. Nicolson’s jurisdiction come the conduct of 
negotiations. with applicants for loans from the ship con- 
struction loan fund that now contains approximately $70,000,- 
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000. The board has authority, in the next fiscal year, to entey 
into ship construction loan contracts involving not more than 
$150,000,000. In view of the fact that money is not advanceq 
by the board until vessels are in course of construction, the 
money in the fund will more than take care of contracts entereg 
into in the next fiscal year. 

Duties of the board with relation to the ocean mail contracts 
designed to aid in the upbuilding of a privately owned ang 
operated merchant marine also cause work for Mr. Nicolson, 
He conducts investigations of facilities and earnings of appj. 
cant companies, for the guidance of the commissioner in charge 
in his recommendation of compensation to be paid and of types 
of vessels to be employed. 

Cooperation between the Shipping Board and the (Com. 
mission is another subject under the jurisdiction of the bureay 
of traffic. Mr. Nicolson participates in cases before the Com. 
mission when questions relating to American ocean shipping 
are involved, particularly with reference to the development 
of ports. He also deals with cases incident to the protection 
and extension of the coastwise laws. 

Administration of matters incident to the board’s Diese] 
conversion program under which vessels have been and are 
being converted to motorships also comes under the bureau of 
traffic of the board. . 

Mr. Nicolson is counsel to the committee on legislation of 
the board and appears before congressional committees in 
connection with legislation affecting shipping. 

Although a native of Brooklyn, N. Y., Mr. Nicolson lived in 
Savannah, Ga., in his youth. He was graduated from the 
University of Virginia in 1892 with the degree of bachelor of 
laws. After that he practiced law in Savannah for five years. 
He went to New York in 1897, where he was engaged in the 
practice of law for approximately a quarter of a century. 
—S. H. S. 


DOINGS OF THE TRAFFIC CLUBS 


The Oakland Traffic Club held its monthly meeting June 
19, the first anniversary of its existence, and the hundredth 
member was introduced. The annual election was held and 
the new officers installed, after which Secretary T. T. Harring- 
ton showed a moving picture taken at the annual convention 
of the Associated Traffic Clubs of America in San Francisco 
and Oakland. The club’s delegates gave a resume of the pro- 
ceedings of the Associated Traffic Club meeting. The officers 
elected are as follows: L. A. Neill, president; J. H. Crowley, 
vice-president; T. T. Harrington, secretary and treasurer. Board 
of’ directors: J. D. Yates, L. B. Hughes, G. P. Pell, F. A. Bell, 
M. B. Baker, G. D. Cron, A. H. Glickman. 





The annual meeting of the Traffic Club of Wheeling, W. 
Va., was held June 22 and the following officers were elected: 
T. G. Pascoe, president; W. C. Sommers, vice-president; C. L. 
Fouts, treasurer; P. H. Michel, secretary. Board of governors: 
Edwin C. Jepson, C. A. Cockins, A. W. Loyd, H. H. Marsh, 
W. W. Larkin, F. E. Lortz, V. L. Garbesi, E. E. Wagner. 





At a meeting of the board of governors of the Traffic Club 
of Pittsburgh, Norman Allderdice, president of the Arch Ma- 
chinery Company, was elected chairman. Due to the resigna- 
tion of J. C. Gross, assistant general traffic manager of the 
Pittsburgh and West Virginia Railway, who was recently 
elected president of the club, E. E. Cole, manager, Cunard Steam- 
ship Company, was elected to fill the vacancy. 





The San Antonio Traffic Club held a business meeting 
June 25. At the meeting June 11 Alex Thomas made an address 
on transportation matters. First Vice-President Tom Bertch 
was in charge of the meeting, as President Porr was out of the 
city. The attendance prize was drawn by Walter Jenull. 





W. H. Wharton of Nashville, Tenn., assistant general freight 
agent of the N. C. & St. L., was a guest of the Women’s Traffic 
Club of Los Angeles at the meeting June 20. He gave a talk 
on western transportation facilities and conditions as they 
impressed him on his first trip to California. Helen Hughes, 
president of the club, made a report on the business of the 
convention of the Associated Traffic Clubs of America at San 
Francisco. Dessie Phipps outlined the work for the coming 
year of the educational committee, as planned at the conven- 
tion. Grace Dewey told about the entertainment features of 
the convention. An interesting part of the entertainment was 
an aeroplane trip from Oakland to San Francisco. The thrills 
of this trip were described by Louise Wetherell. Elisabeth 
Connelly gave a brief talk on the process of mining and milling 
tale and its various uses. 





The contribution to the growth of American railroads by 
an automobile company was described by R. F. Hicks, district 
manager for the Chevrolet Motor Company, at the last meeting 
of the season of the Traffic Club of New Orleans, June 18. It 
was “Chevrolet Day” in honor of the speaker. 
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GHIPMENTS under through bills of lading 
are moved across the border with utmost 
expediency; movement to final destination is 
resumed without delay, once shipments are 
cleared through customs house. 


Customs Agencies 


The National Railways of Mexico maintain official cus- 
toms agencies at El Paso, Eagle Pass, Laredo and Browns- 
ville, Texas, which are fully equipped to handle all 
shipments. The employment ofthese agencies affords 
many advantages, particularly in billing all customs and 
incidental charges including importation duties to be 
collected at destination. 


Fast Freight Service 


Allimport freight receives prompt and careful attention; 
is forwarded to destination on daily fast freight trains. 


For Complete Information 
Communicate with 


F. P. De Hoyos, Gen. Agt. G. B. Aleman, Gen. Agt. 


1515 Penn Bldg. 2195 Ry. Exch. Bldg. 
New York City St. Louis, Mo. 
F. N. Puente, Gen. Agt. A. Horcasitas, Com. Agt. 
441 Monadnock Bldg. 414 Whitney Bank Bldg. 
San Francisco, Calif. New Orleans, La. 


F. C. Lona, Com. Agent 
301 Marquette Bldg. 





_Chicago, Ill. 
Laredo to Mexico City . . . 53 Hours El Paso to Mexico City . . .« 101 Hours 
Eagle Pass to Mexico City . . 67 Hours Brownsville to Mexico City . 69 Hours 


NATIONAL RAILWAYS OF MEXICO 













Route BILL OF LADING , 
Ky 


jorm Domestic Straight Bill of Lading adopted by Carriers in Official, Southern and Western Classification Territories, March 13,4922 


(i UNIFORM STRAIGHT BILL OF LADING Shipper's He__| 


\CRIBED BY THE INTERSTATE COMMEEBCE COMMISSION) 


ORIGINAL—NOT NEGOTIABLE 
iittala Railroad Company 


RECEIVED, subject to the classifications and tariffs in effect on tie date of the issue of this Bill of Lading, 






TO EXPEDITE YOUR 
SHIPMENTS 
























You need have no fear in 
routing your shipments Via 
the Peoria Gateway. P. & P. 
U. Ry. Intermediate switch- 
ing charge of $3.00 is named 
in Agent E. B. Boyd’s Tariff 
152-H—I. C. C. No. A1805 and 
is absorbed by line haul car- 
riers under their absorption 
tariffs. (I. C. C. Conference 
Ruling No. 341.) Simply 
mark your Bill of Lading Via 
Peoria, Illinois, and P. & P. 
U. will speed the interchange 
between line haul carriers. 




























At 


From 
the property described below, in apparsnt good order, except as noted (contents and condition uf content= of packages unkn 
consigned, and destined as indicated below, whirb eaid compony (the word company being understood throughout this 
ing any person or corporation ip possession of the property under the covtract) agrees to carry to its usual place c 


Mr. Traffic Manager: 
We know that some Com- 

mercial traffic managers hesi- Srorentiy agreed, an to cach earvier ef ail or ent of tall proper g over all or GAY ortine of aatd route te dcotinatton, auff se to cach 
tate in showing intermediate | Shzrsistosucmeneee ee ne 
switching carriers in Bills of suicieeniaimmeteny simemies | 
Lading on account of fear of 
possible overcharges when 
intermediate switching car- 
rier is not always shown as a 
concurring carrier in road 
haul tariffs naming joint 
rates. 













































of conditions ) 






Switching Service Between 










Peoria and Pekin Union Railway Company Illinois Central Railroad Company 
Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway Company Illinois Terminal R. R. System 
Chicago & Alton Railroad Company Minneapolis & St. Louis Railroad Company 
Chicago & Northwestern Railway Co. New York, Chicago & St. L. R. R. Co. (L. E. & W. Dist.) 
Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad Co. Pennsylvania Railroad 
Chicago and Illinois Midland Ry. Peoria Terminal Company 
Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway Company Toledo, Peoria & Western Railroad 
Cleveland, Cincinnati, Chicago & St. Louis Railway Company 
Inquiries solicited. Address E. F. STOCK, Traffic Manager, Union Station, Peoria, III. 





PEORIA AND PEKIN UNION RAILWAY COMPANY 
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Personal Notes 


The Illinois Steel Company announces that F. T. Bentley 
has asked to be retired from active service and has resigned 
as traffic manager, effective July 1, to be succeeded by Murray 
N. Billings, now assistant traffic manager. Mr. Bentley is ap- 
pointed consultant traffic manager. 

The degree of doctor of laws has been conferred on T. V. 
O’Connor, chairman of the Shipping Board, by the Lincoln 
Memorial University of Cumberland Gap, Tenn. 

Claude G. Burnham, vice-president of the C. B. & Q., died 
June 22 after an extended illness. 

J. W. Mooney has left the New Orleans office of the Missis- 
sippi-Warrior Barge Line to become assistant sales manager 
of the American Sugar Refining Company, New York. He is 
succeeded as treasurer of the New Orleans Traffic Club by 
W. J. Tremaine, assistant general freight agent, Illinois Central. 

Ross P. Amo has been made traffic manager of the Gulf 
States Terminal and Transport Company, Inc., and the White 
Oak Refining Company, Tulsa, Okla. He has been district 
traffic manager for the U. S. Shipping Board at Minneapolis. 

J. T. Driscoll has been made traveling freight agent of the 
K. C. S. and Texas & Ft. Smith, at New Orleans. 

The Chesapeake & Ohio announces the election of R. S. 
Marshall as vice-president and the appointment of W. C. Hull, 
assistant vice-president, J. C. Dice, assistant to vice-president, 
W. J. Conaty, director of valuation, C. S. Lake, assistant to 
president, succeeding Mr. Marshall. 

Appointment of John J. MacAulay of Revere, Mass., as di- 
vision freight agent, with offices at Concord, N. H., is announced 
by the Boston & Maine Railroad. Mr. MacAulay, at present 
traveling freight agent, will assume his new duties July 2, in 
place of I. N. Doe, appointed assistant to the chairman of the 
New England Freight Association. 

Nils A. Olsen has been appointed chief of the bureau of 
agricultural economics of the Department of Agriculture, which, 
among other things, issues the weekly report of loading of 
fruits and vegetables. He succeeds Lloyd S. Tenny, who has 
accepted an executive position with the Associated California 
Fruit Industries, Inc. He has been assistant chief of the bureau, 
in charge of research, since May, 1925. The appointment is 
effective July 16. 

Effective July 1, R. E. Simmons is appointed general agent 
of the New York, New Haven & Hartford, at Worcester, Mass., 
vice R. A. Flynn, who died. 

W. R. Smith has been appointed commercial agent of the 
Atlanta, Birmingham & Coast Railroad Company, at Savannah, 
Ga. He will report to F. H. Hill, division freight agent, Fitz- 
gerald, Ga. 

Donald P. Frey has been appointed commercial agent at 
Rochester, N. Y., of the Clyde Steamship Company and Mallory 
Steamship Company, succeeding S. G. Beckley, relieved on ac- 
count of continued ill health and who will, under the title of 
freight traffic representative, perform such special duties as 
may be assigned him. Albany, Canajoharie, Schenectady, and 
Troy, N. Y., are transferred from the Rochester territory to 
the New York territory. 

F. B. Bowes, vice-president in charge of the traffic depart- 
ment of the Illinois Central, will voluntarily retire from the 
service on July 1, after fifty-two years of continuous employ- 
ment in the department which he now heads. He will be 
succeeded as traffic vice-president by D. W. Longstreet, hitherto 
traffic manager, while C. C. Cameron, hitherto assistant freight 
traffic manager, will succeed, in part, to Mr. Longstreet’s duties 
by promotion to freight traffic manager. The retirement of 
Mr. Bowes brings to an end the railway career of one of the 
best known and most aggressive traffic officers of the middle 
west. 

Howard H. Ellsworth, who has been agent at Fargo, N. D., 
on July 1- will become assistant general freight agent for the 
Northern Pacific, with headquarters at St. Paul, Minn. He suc- 
ceeds Lynn R. Challoner, promoted to become assistant gen- 
eral freight and passenger agent in Montana, with headquarters 
at Helena. 

Effective June 30, the Indiana Bituminous Coal Operators’ 
Association will be dissolved and the work now being conducted 
by its traffic department will be taken over by the newly organ- 
ized Indiana Coal Trade Association. Jonas Waffle, traffic man- 
ager of the Indiana Bituminous Coal Operators’ Association, 
will be executive secretary, Indiana Coal Trade Association, 
Terre Haute, Ind. 

The Pennsylvania Railroad announces that J. E. Weller, 
traffic manager, Western Region, with headquarters in Chicago, 
is promoted to the newly created position of assistant vice- 
president in charge. of traffic. He will continue to have his 
headquarters in Chicago. S. T. Stackpole, now general agent 
at Detroit, succeeds Mr. Weller as traffic manager at Chicago. 
Mr. Stackpole will be succeeded by Col. Walter S. Franklin. 
E. T. Whiter, now regional vice-president in charge of the 
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Central Region, with headquarters in Pittsburgh, is Promoted 
to the new post of vice-president, Pittsburgh. He will be roe. 
lieved of the administrative duties in connection with physica] 
operation, permitting him to devote his attention entirely t, 
the broader matters involved in the relations between the com. 
pany and the industries and population served by its lines jp 
the Pittsburgh territory. To succeed Mr. Whiter in the aq. 
ministrative work involved in carrying on the company’s opera. 
tions in the Central Region, E. W. Smith, heretofore genera] 
manager of the Eastern Region, at Philadelphia, is promoteg 
to the post of regional vice-president at Pittsburgh, with juris. 
diction over the entire Central Region. Mr. Smith will give 
his entire time and attention to the problems of physical opera. 
tion and the active conduct of the company’s affairs in handling 
the complicated traffic of Pittsburgh and surrounding region. 
Mr. Smith will be succeeded in Philadelphia, as general map. 
ager of the Eastern Region, by R. K. Rochester, now genera] 
manager of the Long Island Railroad. The successor to Mr. 
Rochester will be J. F. Patterson, now general superintendent 
of the Eastern Ohio division at Pittsburgh. Mr. Patterson’s 
successor is N. B. Pitcairn, now superintendent of the New 
York division. D. Y. Geddes, now superintendent of the Pap. 
handle division, and formerly superintendent at Toledo, 0, 
succeeds Mr. Pitcairn. T. C. Herbert, now superintendent of 
the Monongahela division, succeeds Mr. Geddes. Mr. Herbert 
will be succeeded by the promotion of H. T. Frushour, division 
engineer, Cleveland division. J. F. Deasy, now chief of freight 
transportation, has been promoted to assistant vice-president 
in charge of operation. He will cooperate with and assist 
M. W. Clement, the operating vice-president. He will be suc. 
ceeded by J. R. Downes, now superintendent of freight trans- 
portation, Central Region, whose successor is W. R. Triem, now 
superintendent of the Buffalo division. E. E. Ernest, now 
freight trainmaster of the Maryland division, succeeds Mr. 
Triem. Promotions are aiso made in the traffic organization at 
Pittsburgh. John J. Koch, now traffic manager, becomes as- 
sistant to general traffic manager, succeeding the late William 
Hodgdon. He will continue to have his offices in Pittsburgh. 
Mr. Koch’s successor is H. C. Oliver, now freight traffic man- 
ager at Pittsburgh. W. R. Cox, now coal traffic manager, 
Central Region, will succeed Mr. Oliver. S. A. Latimer, coal 
freight agent at Pittsburgh, succeeds Mr. Cox. A. S. Jennings, 
now district freight agent at Cleveland, is promoted to coal 
freight agent at Pittsburgh. At New York, F. X. Quinn, now 
general freight agent, is advanced to the newly created position 
of freight traffic manager, New York. At Buffalo, J. R. Cross, 
now division freight agent, is promoted to the newly created 
position of assistant general freight agent. 

President W. W. Atterbury has announced the appointment 
of Col. Charles A. Lindbergh, as consulting aeronautical engineer 
to the Pennsylvania Railroad, in connection with the railroad’s 
plans for coordinating air and rail transportation. Colonel 
Lindbergh accepted the appointment, effective July 1. He will 
serve in an advisory and consulting capacity in the develop- 
ment of the Pennsylvania Railroad’s part in the coast to coast 
air-rail line to be operated by the Transcontinental Air Trans- 
port, Inc., of which he is chairman of the technical committee. 
He will have no routine duties and will be free to engage in 
any activities which he believes will advance the cause of avia- 
tion generally. For purposes of organization, however, he will 
be on the staff of D. M. Sheaffer, chief of passenger transporta- 
tion of the Pennsylvania Railroad, who is also a director of 
the Transcontinental Air Transport, Inc. 





Digest of New Complaints 
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No. 20133. Sub. No. 1. 
& P. et al. 

Unreasonable and prejudicial rates on fullers earth, from Mid- 
ow, Fla., to Muskogee, Okla. Asks rates for future and repara- 
ion. 

No, 20674. Sub. No. 10. Farmers’ & Merchants’ Co-operative Oil Co., 
Madison, S. D., vs. C. M. St. P. & P. et al. 

Unreasonable and discriminatory rates on petroleum products, 
from points in Texas, Kansas and Oklahoma to Madison, S. D. 
Asks rates for future and reparation. 

No. 21011. Sub. No. 1. Public Service Commission of Oregon, Salem, 
Ore., vs. Northern Pacific et al. 

Rates in violation of section 1 of the act and of the Hoch-Smith 
resolution on apples, pears and fresh fruit, from points in Oregon 
to interstate, Canadian and District of Columbia points. Asks 
rates for future. 

No. 21076. J. B. McCrary Engineering Corporation, Atlanta, Ga., VS. 
Seaboard Air Line et al. 

Alleges overcharges on crushed stone, from Columbia, S. C., to 
Sampson and Magnolia Grove, Fla. Asks reparation. 

No. 21077. New England Paper & Pulp Traffic Association et al., 
Boston, Mass., vs. Boston & Maine et al. 

Rates in violation of sections 1 and 3 of the act on bituminous 
coal, from points in Pennsylvania and New York to points in 
Maine, Massachusetts, New Hampshire and Vermont. Asks rates 
for future. 

No. _— Lehigh Portland Cement Co., Allentown, Pa., vs. C. & O. 
et al. 

Charges in violation of section 6 of the act, on portiand cement, 


The Pure Oil Co., Chicago, Hl., vs. C. R. I. 
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The 
Rate Committee 
Docket 


is the first public notice the carriers 
give of their intention to consider 
rate changes. The shipper who 
keeps a careful watch on the dockets 
of all the carriers’ committees al- 
ways knows the exact situation with 
regard to his rates and those of his 
competitor. 


When he sees a rate in which he 
is interested mentioned in one of 
these dockets, as published in - 


The Traffic Bulletin 


he knows he still has time to let 
the committee have his views in 
the matter, and he expresses 
them, either for or against the 
proposal. 








Are you taking advantage of 
this privilege of having a voice 
in the making of your own rates? 


Besides the dockets of eighteen rate 
committees, THE TRAFFIC 
BULLETIN prints regularly the 
hearing bulletins and disposition 
notices of several of them, and more 
than ten other important items. 


May we send you a copy 
of the current number? 


The Traffic Bulletin 
418 S. Market St. Chicago, Illinois 
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MATCHLESS! 








WETZEL DROP FRONT TARIFF FILES 


“THE EASIEST WAY" 





T1—Top Sectien 








T4—Tariff File Sectien With 12 4-Inch Drep Front Tariff Files 


T-5—Sliding Shelf Sectien 








T6—Twe Drawer Storage Sectien 





T7—Lew Sanitary Base Section 


Write us for information 


P. A. Wetzel Company 


Manufacturers 


SPRINGFIELD, ILLINOIS 
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from Union Bridge, Md., to Quinword, W. Va. Asks cease and 
desist order and reparaton. 

No. 21080. Anderson Oil Co. et al., Commerce, Mo., vs. A. & S. et al. 

Unreasonable rates on petroleum products, from all refining 
and shipping points in Arkansas, Kansas, Louisiana, Oklahoma 
and Texas to points in Missouri. Ask rates for future and rep- 
aration. 

No. 21081. Valdosta (Ga.) Traffic Bureau vs. Georgia Southern & 
Florida et al. 

Rates in violation of sections 1, 2, 3 and 13-of the act, on 
carload and less carload shipments of salt, fruit, and produce, 
stoves and ranges, furniture and other commodities between 
Valdosta, Ga., and Mobile, Ala., New Orleans, La., Weeks Mines, 
La., Ludlowville, Watkins, Watkins Glen and Silver Springs, N 
Y., St. Clair, Mich., New Iberia Salt Mines, La., Nashville, Chat- 
tanooga and Cleveland, Tenn. Asks rates for future and repara- 
tion. 

No, 21083. 
et al. 

Unreasonable ratings of third class on chocolate and chocolate 
coating and of fourth class on cocoa beans between Chicago, IIL, 
and points in Official and Western Classification territories. Asks 
reparation. ‘ 

No. 21084. Anna Stone Co., Anna, Ill., vs. N. C. & St. L. 

Alleges overcharge on broken stone, from Anna, IIl., 

Kenzie and Huntingdon, Tenn. Asks reparation. 

No. 21085. The Maryland Co., Baltimore, Md., vs. Western Railway 
of Alabama et al. 

Rates and charges in violation of sections 1 and 3 of the act, on 
cotton piece goods in the original piece, from Montgomery, Ala., 
to Luray, Va. Asks reparation. 

No. 21086. J. R. Buckwalter Lumber Co., Union, Miss., vs. C. & N. W. 
Rates and charges in violation of sections 1 and 6 of the act, on 
lumber, from Union, Miss., to Sheboygan, Wis. Asks cease and 
desist order and repartion. 

No. 21088. South Bend (Ind.) Chamber of Commerce for Hollister 
French Lumber Co. vs. Long Island et al. 

Rates in violation of sections 1 and 6 of the act, on 
from Parkdale, Ark., to Stony Brook, N. Y., 
Cairo, Ill. Asks reparation. 

No. 21089. Freight Traffic Department, Concord (N. H.) Chamber of 
Commerce vs. Boston & Maine et al. 

Rates in violation of sections 1 and 3 of the act, on hammered 
building granite, from Concord, N. H., to Jersey City, N. J. Asks 
reparation. 

No. 21090. A. E. Staley Mfg. Co., Decatur, Ill., vs. Texas & New Or- 
leans et al. 

Rates in violation of first four sections of the act, on salt, from 
Weeks, La., to Decatur, Ill. Asks rates for future and reparation. 

No. 21091. The Sawbrook Steel Castings Co., Lockland, O., vs. C. B. 
& Q. et al. 

Unreasonable rate and charges on moulding sand, from Ottawa, 
Ill., to Lockland, O. Asks rates for future and reparation. 

No. 21092. W. M. Smith & Co., Birmingham, Ala., vs. Florida East 
Coast et al. 

Unreasonable rates on scrap iron, from 
Fla., to Birmingham, Ala. Asks reparation. 

No. 21093. MacDougald Construction Co., Atlanta, Ga., vs. 
of Georgia et al. 

Rate in violation of sections 1 and 3 of the act, on fuel oil, from 
Jacksonville, Fla., to Milledgeville, Ga. Asks reparation. 

No. _— Illinois Malleable Iron Co., Chicago, Ill., vs. C. I. & L. 
et al. 

Rates in violation of sections 1 and 3 of the act, on coal, from 
Oliver Springs, Tenn., to Chicago. Asks rates for future and 
reparation. 

No. on. Standard Sanitary Mfg. Co., Pittsburgh, Pa., vs. A. & S. 
et al. 

Unreasonable rate on bath tubs, cast iron, enameled, and mixed 
carloads of tubs and other plumbers’ supplies, from Louisville, Ky., 
to Texas common points and Amarillo, Tex. Asks rates for future 
and reparation. 

No. 21098. Deep Vein Coal Co., Indianapolis, Ind., vs. C. & E. I. et al. 

Rates in violation of sections 2 and 3 of the act, on coal, from 
Kings Station, Ind., to Lawrenceville, Ill., as compared with rates 
from the Bicknell field in Indiana. Asks rates for future. 

No. 21099. Rock Island Chamber of Commerce, Traffic Bureau, for 
ge Island Sand & Gravel Co., Rock Island, Ill., vs. C. & N. W. 
et al. 

Rates and charges in violation of sections 1 and 3 of the act, 
on sand and gravel, from Rock Island, Ill., to points in Iowa, 
as compared with rates accorded competitors at Bellevue, Daven- 
ec Buffalo and Linwood, Ia. Asks rates for future and repara- 
tion. 

No. 21100. Ed Borders, Fremont, Neb., vs. C. & N. W. 

Rates in violation of sections 1 and 4 of the act, on cattle and 
hogs and other livestock, from Fairfax and other points in South 
Dakota to Fremont, Neb., and other Nebraska points. Asks rates 
for future and reparation. 

No. 21101. Gable Johnson Jury Co. 
Alabama, Florida & Gulf et al. 

Charges in violation of the first four sections of the act, on 
peanuts, from points in southeastern states to Kansas City, Mo., 


Warfield Chocolate Co., Chicago, Ill., vs. Boston & Maine 


to Mc- 


lumber, 
reconsigned at 


South Jacksonville, 


Central 


et al., Kansas City, Mo., vs. 


as compared with rates to Chicago, St. Paul and St. Louis. Asks 
rates for future and reparation. 
No. 21102. Austin-Western Road Machinery Co., Chicago, IIl., vs. 


A. C. La ot al. 
Inapplicable rates on self-propelled road rollers and _ self-pro- 
—- graders, from Harvey, Ill., to points in Florida. Asks 
refund. 
No. 21103. Phoenix Utility Co., New York City, vs. Southern et al. 

Rates in violation of sections 1 and 6 of the act, on cinders, from 
Inman Yards, Ga., to Ft. Lauderdale, Fla. Asks cease and desist 
order and reparation. 

No. 21104. Salem Brass & Iron Mfg. Co., Bridgeton, N. J., vs. Central 
of New Jersey et al. 

Rates and charges in violation of first three sections of the act, 
on cast iron soil pipe and fittings, from Bridgeton, N. J., to points 
around and within the free lighterage limits of New York Harbor 
and in Brooklyn and Queens, N. Y. Asks reparation. 

No. 21105. Armour & Co., Chicago, IIl., vs. Erie et al. 

Unreasonable rates on sunflower seed oil imported via New York, 
N. Y., and waybilled from Long Dock, N. J., to Chicago, Ill. Asks 
rates for future and reparation. 

No. 21106. John Morrell & Co., Ottumwa, Ia., vs. B. & O. et al. 

Unreasonable rates on dried, dry salted, smoked, and pickled 
meats, loose, from Sioux Falls, S. b., to points in trunk-line and 
New England territories. Asks reparation. 

No. 21107. City of Saint Paul, Minn., vs. C. B. & Q. et al. 

Unreasonable charges on carload freight between industries 
served by Minnesota Transfer Ry. and the municipal barge terminal 
at St. Paul for movement from or to points beyond said terminal 
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via federal barge line; alleges that charges are exorbitant, ey 
cessive, unreasonable and ‘‘are calculated to deplete the revenues 
of the barge line to a point which is dangerous to the success 
of that enterprise and calculated to remove said industries o, 
the Minnesota Transfer Ry. from the enjoyment of the benefit, 
accruing from said barge line service.’’ Asks charges for future 
No. 21108. Texas Wheat Growers’ Association, Amarillo, Tex,, y. 
Santa Fe et al. i 

Rates in violation of sections 1 and 3 of the act, on grain ang 
ten products, from Texas stations on Panhandle & Santa Fe tg 

alveston, Tex., for export. Asks rates for future and reparation 

No. — Perrine-Armstrong Co., Fort Wayne, Ind., vs. Pennsyl- 
vania. 

Unreasonable rates on lumber, from Matthews, Ind., to Green. 
ville Pier, N. J., also in violation of section 2 of the act. Asks 
reparation. ? 

No. 21110. Simms Oil Co., Dallas, Tex., vs. Missouri Pacific et al, 

Unreasonable rates on oil well supplies between points in Texas 

and points in Arkansas. Asks rates for future and reparation, — 
No. 21111. National Iron Co., East St. Louis, IIll., vs. Cape Girardeay 
Northern et al. 


_ Rates in violation of sections 1, 4 and 6 of the act, on sera 
iron, from Perryville, Mo., to East St. Louis, Ill. Asks reparation, 


HELL GATE ROUTE CASE 


George S. Silzer, chairman of the Port Authority of New 
York, in commenting on the Commission’s decision in the Hej 
Gate route case, said that the refusal of the Commission to 
open that route might lead to great embarrassment throughout 
the country in the matter of unifying and improving terminal 
services. The commissioners of the Port Authority, when they 
passed on the case, found that to open the route would be 
in the public interest. Their authority, however, did not cover 
the issuance of an order requiring the New York Connecting 
Railroad to allow the use of its tracks for carrying traffic to 
and from Long Island via an all-rail route. The federal body 
found itself without authority to require the Pennsylvania to 
short-haul itself, even if the facilities could be used by other 
carriers without preventing the owners discharging their duties 
to the public. 

Mr. Silzer recognized that the Commission in making its 
decision was bound by the terms of the statute it administered 
and said that if, as the Commission intimated, the position taken 
was largely due to the limitations of the interstate commerce 
act, then steps should be taken to amend that act so as to 
remove that bar to relief. 

The decision presented a bright side to Chairman Silzer. 
He said that the result of the case might be to hasten the 
installation of ferry service between Long Island and New Jer- 
sey so as to make possible through truck connections between 
Long Island and the rail terminals of the trunk lines in New 
Jersey. Another thought Mr. Silzer had was that it would 
hasten the building of the Greenville-Bay Ridge tunnel. Mr. 
Silzer said that the Port Authority would ask for relief for 
Long Island by asking that carriers not now able to reach the 
island be allowed to extend their operations to it by means of 
trucks, inasmuch as relief via the Hell Gate bridge route had 
been denied. 


COAL PRODUCTION AND SHIPMENT 


Total production of soft coal the week ended June 16 was 
estimated at 8,335,000 net tons by the Bureau of Mines of the 
Department of Commerce. Compared with the output in the 
preceding week, this represented a decrease of 77,000 tons. 
Anthracite production was estimated at 1,219,000 net tons, a 
decrease of 167,000 tons as compared with the output in the 
preceding week. 

Bituminous coal dumped into vessels at Lake Erie ports 
the week ended June 17 totaled 1,216,617 net tons. Anthracite 
shipped from Lake Erie ports that week totaled 90,535 net tons. 

Tidewater bituminous coal shipments from Hampton Roads 
the week ended June 16 totaled 376,354 net tons, of which 
213,394 tons were for New England delivery. At Charleston, 
S. C., 1,848 tons for foreign bunker use were dumped. 

Cars of coal forwarded over the Hudson to eastern New 
York and to New England the week ended June 9 were reported 
as follows: Bituminous, 1,426 cars; anthracite, 2,588 cars. 


CONDITION OF EQUIPMENT 


Locomotives in need of repair on the Class I railroads on 
June 1 totaled 8,421 or 14.1 per cent of the number on line, 
according to reports filed by the carriers with the car service 
division of the American Railway Association. This was a 
decrease of 682 locomotives compared with the number in need 
of such repairs on May 15, at which time there were 9,103 or 
15.2 per cent. Locomotives in need of classified repairs on 
June 1 totaled 4,672 or 7.8 per cent, a decrease of 342 compared 
with May 15, while 3,749 or 6.3 per cent were in need of run- 
ning repairs, a decrease of 340 compared with the number in 
need of such repairs on May 15. Class I railroads on June 1 
had 7,161 serviceable locomotives in storage compared with 
6,912 on May 15. 


You may either write or wire our Washington office 
for information concerning matters in any department 
of the government there, if you are a subscriber to 
THE DAILY TRAFFIC WORLD. 
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June 30, 1928 


TRANSMARINE LINES 


Direct Service 


LOS ANGELES (wiimington—Berth 188) 
SAN FRANCISCO (Pier 41) 





















OAKLAND (Grove Street Pier) 


eae Intercoastal 
PORT NEWARK, N. J. (New York Harbor) 


Served by: 
Senanatenein Railroad 
Central Railroad of New Jersey 


Perr er er eer SUNEWCO 
PE  ntdkxrecaaasesanens . SUDAWSONCO 
jt rete SUNELSECO 


AND ALTERNATE SATURDAYS THEREAFTER 


iii Gulf-Intercoastal 
Mobile New Orleans Steamer 
June 30 Se SUTORPCO 
July 11 ere SURICO 
July 28 Pik vcdinntes SUTERMCO 


TRANSMARINE LINES 


Port Newark Terminal General Offices: . 
5 Nassau St., New York Cit 
Telephone Mulberry 4300 Telephone Rector 0020 of 


Agencies: DuGale, Chicago, Los Angeles, Mobile, New Orleans, 
Oakland, Pittsburgh, San Francisco, Seattle 





2 | Ship by Water 
WILLIAMS LINE 


San Diego, Los aii San Francisco 
Oakland, Seattle and Tacoma 
FROM 


Baltimore, Philadelphia, 
New York and Norfolk 


SAILINGS EVERY 10 DAYS 
Thru bills of lading insured to all other Pacific 
Coast Ports, Hawaii and the Far East 
For rates, dates of sailings and other information apply to 
WILLIAMS STEAMSHIP CO., Inc. 
Moore and Water Streets, New York, Telephone Bowling Green 7394 


Baltimore, Md. Philadel phia, Pa. Pittsburgh, Pa. Norfolk, Va. 
39 Scuth St. Drexel Bldg. Oliver Bldg. Law Building 


And at our Branch Offices at ports of call, etc. 
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No Waiting 
in the 
Freight Yards 


Traction Routing 


assures 


QUICKER DELIVERIES 








Electric Traction Freight travels in small 
units leaving at frequent intervals..... 
There are no waits, no delays, just speedy, 
dependable service. 


Traction freight is from two to FIFTEEN 
times faster. That’s why it is growing 
more popular every day. 


Between 


NEWARK ZANESVILLE 


(OHIO) (OHIO) 


and the 5000 Miles of 
Electric Railway Territory 


OHIO - IND.- MICH. 


The Southern Ohio Public Service Com- 
pany also offers a coordinated steam and 
electric freight service to Chicago and other 
Monon points and to the Southern States. 


No Switching |fmutameing| “The Speed 
No Delays | Mat of Express at 
, mui, the Cost of 
Faster Service © Freight” 





May we send you a copy of our “Buyers’ 
and Shippers’ Guide” which contains valu- 
able information regarding the scope of our 
service? 


SOUTHERN OHIO 
PUBLIC SERVICE CoO. 


LLYLE E. BLAND 


Director of Public Relations 


Richards Building Zanesville, Ohio 
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NOTE—lItems in the Docket marked with an asterisk (*) are new, 
having been added since the last issue of The Traffic World. Cancel- 
lations and postponements announced too late to show the change in 
this Docket will be noted elsewhere. 


July 2—Indianapolis, Ind.—Examiner Disque: 
* 20583—Continental Steel Corp. vs. A. C. & Y. Ry. et al. 
July 2—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Brown: 

l. & S .3114 (1st supplemental order)—Cyanamid and crude cyanide 
from Niagara Falls, Ont., to Eastern Trunk Line, New England 
and C. F. A. points and Virginia cities. 

July 2—Louisville, Ky.—Examiner Marshall: 


l. é S. 3116—Policing charges on alcoholic liquors in southern ter- 
ritory. 


July 2—Denver, Colo.—Examiners Worthington and Walsh: 
17000—Rate Structure Investigation, Part 10—Hay. 
er as of Railroad Commissioners of the state of S. D. vs. 
C. & N. W. Ry. et al. 
19222—Wichita Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. A. & S. Ry. et al. 
— — Application 13040—Hay from South y 4 (further 
earing). 


July 5—Indianapolis, Ind.—Examiner Disque: 
16308—In the Matter of Intrastate Rates on Bituminous Coal within 


the state of Indiana. 
15018 (Sub. No. 7)—W. M. Smith & Co. et al. vs. C. & E. I. Ry. et al. 





= page No. 8)—Grant Coal & Supply Co. vs. C. C. C. & St. L. 

y. et al. 

15120 (and Sub. Nos. 1 to 4, incl.)—South Side Lumber & Coal Co. 
va. C. C. C. & St. L. Ry. et al. 


15223 (Sub. No. 10)—Hub Coal Co. vs. Wab. Ry. et al. 

= poem. No. 12)—J. J. Voors Coal Co. vs. C. M. & St. P. Ry. 
et al. 

es 7 13)—Summitville Drain Tile Co. vs. C. C. C. & St. 
ae y. et al. 

15223 (Sub. No. 14)—J. N. Russell vs. L. E. & W. R. R. et al. 

July 5—Chattanooga, Tenn.—Examiner McChord: 
20691—Burkart-Schier Chemical Co. vs. N. Y. C. R. R. et al. 


a) ee Lumber Co. and Midway Hardwood Co. vs. S. A. L. 
y. et al. 


July 5—Louisville, Ky.—Examiners Marshall and Berryman: 
20649—Kentucky Mine Supply Co. et al. vs. Erie R. R. et al. 
July 5—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
— No. 6605—Proposed construction by Texas-New Mexico Ry. 
0. 
July 6—Harrisburg, Pa.—Examiner Kettler: 
20828—-Lebanon Steel Co. vs. Penna. R. R. et al. 


July 6—Memphis, Tenn.—Examiners Marshall and Berryman: 

20797—Memphis Freight Bureau et al. vs. St. L.-S. F. Ry. et al. 

July 6—Fargo, N. D.—Examiners Hagerty and Later: 

20853—-Northwestern Potato Exchange, Inc., et al. vs. Aransas Har- 
bor Terminal Ry. et al. 

July 6—Argument at Washington, >. C.: 

l. & S&S 3048 (and ist & 2nd supplements)—Hay, straw, excelsior 
and other commodities between Ill. F. A., Cent. F. A., Eastern 
and New England Trunk Line territories and Southern’ points. 

18368—National Tube Co. vs. D. G. of R. R. as Agent, A. T. & S. F. 
Ry. et al. 

July 5—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Ames: 

* 1. & S. 3100 (4th supplemental order)—Constructive stations and 
trucking in lieu of lighterage in New York City and vicinity 
(further hearing). 

July 7—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Brown: 

|. & S. 3124—Routing via Hampton and Branchville R. R. on traffic 
between C. F. A. territory and points on A. C. L. R. R. in South 

Carolina. 

July Mr oe Pa.—Examiner Kettler: 

1. & S. 3106—Sand from Butler, Pa., to Ohio points. 


July 7—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
oe ee acquisition and construction of lines 
by . a 


~~" 9—Atlanta, Ga.—Examiner McChord: 
-@&S&. 3109—Iron and steel from Atlanta, Ga., to Mobile, Ala., and 
"New Orleans, La., via rail-and-barge. 


July 9—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Brown: 
1233—-Chaffee R. R. vs. W. Md. Ry. et al. (further hearing). 


July 9—Jackson, Miss.—Examiners Marshall and Berryman: 
26694— Jackson Traffic Bureau for Merrill Engineering Co. vs. A. 
Cc. i. K RK. ot al. 
July 9—Pittsburgh, Penna.—Examiner Kettler: 
8—South Fayette Coal Co. vs. Monongahela Ry. et al. 


July 9—Kansas City, Mo.—Examiners Wilkins and Smith: 
20624—-Southard Feed & Milling Co. vs. St. L. & H. R. R. 
20766—The Fredonia Linseed Oil Works Co. vs. Mo. Pac. R. R. et al. 


July 9—Fort Worth, Tex.—Examiner Bardwell: 
16124—Acme Brick Co. vs. A. & V. Ry. et al. 
14617—Acme Brick Co. et al. vs. A. & M. R. R. et al. 
15467—Acme Brick Co. et al. vs. A. & S. Ry. et al. 
15628—Kansas Gas Belt Mfg. Assn. vs. A. & S. Ry. et al. 
15692—Oklahoma Brick Mfgrs. Assn. vs. A. & S. Ry. et al. 
15738—Acme Brick Co. et al. vs. A. & S. Ry. et al. (further hearing). 


July 9—St. Louis, Mo.—Examiners Cummings and Olentine: 
20357—Brown Cracker and Candy Co. vs. M.-K.-T. R. R. et al. 


July 9—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Disque: 

l. & S. 282i1—General cancellation of L. C. L. ye rates, and 
cancellation of certain C. L. commodity rates in I. F. W. T. Ens 
and C. F. A. territories (further hearing as to rates a fibre cans, 
in carloads). 


July 10—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Disque: 
13778—Swift & Co. vs. A. & R. R. R. et al. 
July 10—Atlanta, Ga.—Examiner McChord: 
20578—Globe Superior Corp. vs. Sou. Ry. 
Portion Fourth Section Application 1548—Filed by Southern Ry. 
July 10—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Examiner Kettler: 
20796—The Edwin Bell Co. vs. Virgn. Ry. 





et al. 
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July 10—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Smith: 
—— Paper Bag. Co., Inc., vs. N. Y. N. H. & H. RR 
a 


July 10—Kansas City, Mo.—Examiners Wilkins and Smith: 
20777 (and Sub. 1)—Sonken-Galamba Corp. vs. C. B. & Q. R. R. 


July 10—New Orleans, La.—Examiners Marshall and Berryman: 
1. & S. 3108—Hay and straw from Kansas and Oklahoma to Migs, 
Valley points. 


July 10—St. Louis, Mo.—Examiners Cummings and Olentine: 
20883—Tompkins-Kiel Marble Co. vs. Erie R. R. et al. 
July 11—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Examiner Kettler: 
20667—County of Allegheny vs. N. Y. C. R. R. et al. 


July 11—Portland, Ore.—Commissioner Aitchison: 
Fourth Section "Application No. 13375—Filed by S. J. Henry, agent, 
* Fourth Section Application No. 13454, filed by S. J. Henry. 


July 11—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Smith: 
20754— Phoenix Utility Co. vs. G. & N. W. R. R. (G. A. Austin and 
S. Smith, receivers) et al. 


July 11—Portland, Ore.—Examiners Hagerty and Later: 
20789—-Star Drilling Machine Co. vs. Sou. Pac. Co. et al. 


July 11—Kansas City, Mo.—Examiner Wilkins and Smith: 
20872—The Monarch Cement Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 


July 11—New Orleans, La.—Examiners Marshall and Berryman: 
20528—Southern Builders’ Material Co., Inc., vs. A. G. S. R. R. et al. 


July 11—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
11224 (and Sub. 1)—Chicago Coal Merchants’ 
General, as agent, A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 
18504—-Chicago Coal Merchants’ Assn. vs. C. & N. W. Ry. 
17584—-Dr. Miles Medical Co. vs. A. C. & Y. Ry. et al. 
17615—Montgomery Ward & Co. et al. vs. A. & S. Ry. et al. 


July 12—Portland, Ore.—Commissioner Aitchison: 
— Service Commission of Oregon vs. Central Pacific Ry. 
et al. 


July 12—Davenport, Ia.—Examiners Koebel and Paulson: 
21020—Traffic Bureau, Davenport Chamber of Commerce et al. vs 
A. & E.R. R. et al. 


July 12—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Disque: 
19977—-R. E. Funsten Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 
July 12—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Smith: 
20523—Milliken Bros. Manufacturing Co., Inc., 
July oe oe McChord: 
20770—F.. J. Cooledge & Sons vs. A. C. L. R. R. et al. 
July >-Aeneeane at Washington, D. C.: 
17138—Virginia Cellulose Co., Inc., vs. N. & W. Ry. et al. 
17809—F.. H. Gilarner & Co., Inc., vs. Sou. Ry. et al. 
be "epee on fertilizer and fertilizer materials within state of 


20454—East Coast Fertilizer Co. vs. Alcolu R. R. et al. 

18087 (and Sub. Nos. 1 to 11, incl.)—George C. Speir & Co., 
ve. A. & WW. PP. H.R. et al. 

= — Sub. Nos. 1 to 10, incl.)—W. D. Hall vs. A. C. L. R. R. 
et al. 

19493—G. C. Speir & Co., Inc., vs. M. & O. R. R. et al. 

19618 (and Sub. 1)—Malone & McMillen, Inc., vs. S. A. L. Ry. et al. 

19658—G. C. Speir & Co. vs. V. S. & P. Ry. et al. 

19757—-G. C. Speir & Co., Inc., vs. S. A. L. Ry. et al. 


July 12—Keokuk, Ia.—Examiners Cummings and Olentine: 
20679_Traffic Bureau of Keokuk Chamber of Commerce et al. Vs. 
~ & Q. 


July Preece pas Mo.—Examiners Wilkins and Smith: 
17803__Midwest Metal Co. vs. St. L.-S. F. Ry. et al. 
July 13—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Smith: 
18672—Hoboken Manufacturers’ R. R. vs. A. T. & S&S. F. R 
(further hearing). 


Assn. vs. Director 


vs. Penna. R. R. 


Inc., 


y. et al. 


July 13—Davenport, Ia.—Examiners Koebel and Paulson. 

* 1. & S. 3125—Restriction in routing iron and steel articles from 
Steelton, Minn., to Sterling, Ill., and other points in connection 
with W. C. F. & N. Ry. 


July 13—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Brown: 
20392—The Atlas Portland Cement Co. vs. Sou. Ry. 


July 13—Kansas City, Mo.—Examiner Wilkins: 
1. & S. 3123—Grain and Grain Products between aw City, Mo., 
Group points and C. B. & Q. R. R. stations in Neb 


July 13—Warren, Pa.—Examiner Kettler: 
17745—National Petroleum Assn. et al. 
(further hearing). 


July 13—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
15270—A. Spates Brady vs. B. & O. R. R. et al. 
18859 (and Sub. 1)—Crook Son & Co. vs. P. M. 
16419—Federated Metals Corp. vs. C. R. R. of N. J. et al. 
weak Smelting & Refining Co. et al. vs. C. R. R. of N. J. 

et a 
. & S. 2416—Terne Metal from Eastern points to Eastern and Cen- 
tral territory. 


oo“ 13—Mobile, Ala.—Examiners Marshall and Berryman: 
-&S&. +; a from and to Mobile, Ala., in connection with 


va. B. & O.. BR. BR. et all. 


Ry. et al. 


"A. T. &N 
- & S. 3113 (ist emeeeenente order)—Routing from and to Mobile, 
“Ala, in connection with TT. & NN. BR. KR. 

1. & S. 3113 (2nd pool sor ME order)—Routing from and to Mobile, 


Ala., in connection with A. T. & N. R. R 


July 13—Chicago, Ill—Examiner Disque: 
20711—Crane Co. vs. C. & O. Ry. et al. 
Portions fourth section application Nos. 1747—4966, 7. and 1548. 
20731—-Carnation Milk Products Co. vs. C. M. St. P. & P. R. R. et al. 
el 13—Mobile, Ala.—Examiners Marshall and Berryman: 
* 1, & S. 3113 (3rd supplemental order)—Routing from and to Mobile, 
 Ala., in connection with the Ala., Tenn. & Nor. R. R. 
July 14—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
1. & S. 3061 (and ist supplement)—Railway car material between 
points in Illinois Classification territory. 
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The Cotton Concentration Company 


Concentrators and Distributors of Cotton 
and General Merchandise 


LOCATED AT GALVESTON, TEXAS 
The World’s Largest Cotton Port 











S*« 5 High Density Compresses, Capacity 6,000 Bales 
Per Day. 


Ee auipped with Sprinkler System Throughout. 
Reiabie Transportation at a Moment’s Notice. 
YF sricus Warehouses’ Storage Capacity 400,000 Bales 


of Cotton. 
ntegrity of Our Warehouse Receipts Is Unques- 
I tioned. 


Capacity of Tracks Serving Plants Over 500 Cars. 
EE tablished System of Service. 





WE NEITHER BUY NOR SELL COTTON 


We Care Not ‘“‘From Whence It Comes Nor 
Whither It Goes,” That’s Your 
Business and Yours Only 


J. GARRISON 
Vice-Pres. and Gen’!] Manage 









GEO. SEALY 
President 


What Some of Our Clients Have to Say 
About Our Service 


“ANTICIPATORY” SERVICE 


We try to sense the welfare of our clients. 
“Watching” Service tries to anticipate their 
needs. 
Mr. B. J. Hamm, Mer., 
Traffic Service Corporation, 
Washington, D. C. 
Dear Sir: 

This will acknowledge your valued favor of 
the 16th inst., enclosing a copy of the tenta- 
tive report in I. C. C. 16443, Birmingham 
or Company vs. A. B. & A. Railway Co. 
et al. 

Your service is very much appreciated and 
we thank you sincerely for the attention we 
are receiving in matters of this kind. 

Yours very truly, 
THE G. H. MEAD COMPANY 
(Signed) T. T. WEBSTER, 
General Traffic Manager. 
eee, 
Write us for further information 


The Traffic Service Corporation 
MILLS BUILDING WASHINGTON, D. C. 
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Save 20% to 40% 


on Box Weight 


Many manufacturers (names on request) have reduced 
the weight of their boxes from 20 to 40% — applied 
Signode Tensional Steel Strapping—and secured a safer 
shipment. The saving in freight is also a factor. 

If you feel doubtful-regarding the saving to be effected, 
we will be pleased to accept a typical shipment, make 
up a lighter box, strap and test it without charge or 
obligation. 

Let us make this test for you now or send for catalog 
No. 14 which gives complete information. 

The coupon below will serve. 


eee gg STEEL STRAPPING CO., 

613 N. Western Ave., Chicago, Ill. 
CO Please have shipping expert call for sample shipment for 
test without obligation. 
[] Send catalog No. 14 showing possibilities of Signode Steel 
Strapping. 


Company name 


Personal name 


Consolidated Steel Strapping Co. 
2613 N. Western Ave. Chicago, III. 


SIGNODE 


the Sealed Steel Strapping 


We also manufacture round wire reinforcement, plain box strapping, 


pail clasps, clutch nails, tag hooks, etc. 


Consider 


the Time 
Element! 


When you ship to the Orient via Seattle on 
“President Liners” you are assured of fast, 
dependable service over the short route 
to Yokohama, Kobe, Shanghai, Hong 
Kong and Manila. The service is direct and 
frequent with sailings every other Saturday. 
Arrivals each alternate Monday. Thru bills 
of lading issued to all Oriental ports. 


In addition seven express “Cargo Liners” 
to serve you. 


T. J. KEHOE, ~ Eastern Agt., 32 Broadway, New York 


W.G. ROCHE, Inc a RW. BRIE, Gon. Aas. 
1714 Dime Bank Bi " 110 So. De: 
Detroit, a Chicago, 


L. L. BATES, General Freight Agent 
1519 Railroad Avenue South, Seattle, Washington 


76 offices in 22 countries at your service 


American Mail Line 
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July 14—San Francisco, Calif—Examiners Hagerty and Later: 
"aes States Lime Products Corp. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al. 

July 14—Tifton, Ga.—Examiner McChord: - 

20771—South Georgia Traffic Bureau, Tifton, Ga., complainant for 

C. W. Strangward, Sylvester, Ga., vs. A. B. & C. R. R. et al. 
20802—South Georgia Traffic Bureau, Tifton, Ga., for Turner County 
Board of Trade et al. vs. A. B. & C. R. R. et al. 
Portions Fourth Section Application No. 972, 703 et al. 


July 16—Boston, Mass.—Attorney-Examiner Trezise: 
18715—Baltimore Chamber of Commerce vs. A. A. R. R. et al. 
ther hearing). 


A 16—San Francisco, Calif.—Examiners Hagerty and Later: 
* Fourth Section Application No. 13256. 
July 16—Erie, Pa.—Examiner Kettler: 
20848 Merwin Mfg. Co. vs. B. & O. R. R. et al. 
July 16—Dallas, Tex.—Examiner Bardwell: 
20659—Longhart Supply Co. et al. vs. C. R. I. & G. Ry. et al. 


July 16—Tallahassee, Fla.—Examiner McChord: 
20196 — Sub. Nos. 1 to 3, incl.)—City of Quincy vs. A. G. S. R. R. 
et al. 
July 46—Chicago, Ill—Examiner Disque: 
20884—Hyman-Michaels Co. vs. B. & O. R. R. et al. 
July 16—Montgomery, Ala.—Examiners Marshall and Berryman: 
19297—-Dixie Underwear Co., Inc., vs. C. of Ga. Ry. et al. 
July 16—Salina, Kans.—Examiners Wilkins and Smith: 
19285—-Salina Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 


— Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. 
et al. 


a 16—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Smith: 
- + wie Newspaper Publishers’ Assn. vs. B. & Ar. R. R. 
et al. 
20665—The United Paperboard Co., Inc., vs. B. & A. R. R. et al. 


July 16—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Burnside: 

Finance Docket 5897—(Claim of Miss. & Western R. R. under Sec 
tion 204.) 

July 16—Galesburg, I1ll.—Examiners Cummings and Olentine: 

19113—-Galesburg Horse & Mule Co. et al. vs. C. & N. W. Ry. et al. 

July 17—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 

* 20516—George B. Hild, E. G. Hitt, Joseph Moudry and as the Ex- 
ecutive Committee representing the Protective Committee of Hold- 
ers of Securities issued by Chicago, North Shore and Milwaukee 
nn. wR. va. C. N.C. & M. KR. KR. 


July 17—Kansas City, Mo.—Commissioner Porter and Examiner Ames: 
* Ex Parte 88—Reparation on Intrastate Traffic, Oklahoma. 
July 17—Dallas, Tex.—Examiner Bardwell: 
20465—The Murray Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 
July 17—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Brown: 
20607—Blackwell Zinc Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. 
20616—Blackwell Zinc Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 


July 17—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Smith: 
20693—Icabod T. Williams & Sons vs. A. C. L. R. R. et al. 


July 17—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Disque: 
20611—Kokomo Steel and Wire Co. vs. N. Y. C. R. R. et al. 
20612—Kokomo Steel & Wire Co. vs. Mich. Cent. R. R. et al. 


~—- 17—Cleveland, O.—Examiner Kettler: 
790—National Knitted Outerwear Assn. vs. A. C. & Y. Ry. et al. 


July 17—Birmingham, Ala.—Examiners Marshall and Berryinan: 

1. & S. 3110—Restriction in routing grain and grain products from 
Ohio and Miss. River Crossings to L. & N. R. R. stations in Ala. 
and Tenn. 

Il. & S. 3119—Paving Brick from points in Ohio, Ky., Ill., Tenn. and 
Ala., to points in Fla., Ga. and S. C. 


July 17—Tallahassee, Fla.—Examiner McChord: 
098—Yates Grocery Co. vs. S. A. L. Ry. et al. 
July 17—Denver, Colo.—Examiner Koebel and Paulson: 
1. & S. 3118—Minimum per car charge on peddler cars used for 


packing house products from, to or between Arizona, California 
and New Mexico. 


July 18—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Molster: 
* Finance No. 6792—Application Miss. River Western Ry. for authority 
to eperate a line of railroad in Miss. county, Ark. 
July 18—Denver, Colo.—Examiner Mullen: 
9200—Railway Mail Pay (Denver & Salt Lake Railway). 
July 18—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Examiner Mattingly: 
17000—Part 3, cotton. 
18390 (and Sub. Nos. 1 to 10, inclusive)—Arkansas Cotton Growers’ 
Cooperative Assn. vs. A. & R. R. R. et al. 
18570—-Mississippi Railroad Commission et al. vs. A. & R. R. R. et al. 
18883 (and Sub. 1)—M. H. Reed & Co. vs. A. & S. Ry. et al. 


18932—Corporation Commission of Oklahoma vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. 


Ry. 


(fur- 





et a 
19180—California-Arizona Cotton Assn. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 
19211—-State Docks Commission vs. Sou. Ry et al. 
July 18—Chicago, Ill—Examiner Disque: 
20276—Allied Packers, Inc., et al. vs. Abilene & Southern Ry. et al. 
20370 (and Sub. Nos. 1 and 2)—Max Hertz Leather Co. et al. vs. 
Se. & O. KR, &.. et. al. 
July 18—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Brown: 
20729—Marley Paper Manufacturing Co. vs. A. C. & Y. Ry. et al. 
July 18—Cleveland, O.—Examiner Kettler: 
20398—Great Western Oil Co. of Cleveland vs. C. & N. W. Ry. et al. 
July 18—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Smith: 
20673—Maritime Contracting Corp. vs. B. & O. R. R. et al. 
July 18—Dallas, Tex.—Examiner Bardwell: 
eee Potato Exchange, Inc., et al. vs. A. & S. Ry. 
et al. ; 
July 18—Eau Claire, Wis.—Examiners Cummings and Olentine: 
20548— Universal Engineering Co. vs. M. St. P. & S. S. M. Ry. 
ae eg Ill.—Examiner Disque: 
15030 nee Sub. 1)—American Food Products Co. vs. N. Y. C. R. R. 
et al. 
July 19—Minneapolis, Minn.—Examiner Cummings: 
18955—North American Creamery Co. vs. American Ry. Exp. Co. 
et al. (further hearing, solely for purpose of er Sour 
over which rates prescribed in order entered herein on Dec. 23, 
1927, shall apply.) 
July 19—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Smith: 
20696—Bakelite Corp. vs. B. & A. R. R. 


(N. Y. C. R. R., lessee, 
et al.). 
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July 19—Grand Rapids, Mich.—Examiner Kettler: 
20890—Commercial Refrigerator Manufacturers vs. A. A. R. R. et al 
July 19—Hutchinson, Kans.—Examiners Wilkins and Smith: 
19749—The Light Grain and Milling Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al 
July 19—Tampa, Fla.—Examiner McChord: ; 
20824—W. R. Fuller vs. S. A. L. Ry. et al. 
20823—-Northwest Engineering Co. vs. S. A. L. Ry. et al. 
July 19—Minneapolis, Minn.—Examiners Cummings and Olentine: 
18843—A. C. Ochs Brick and Tile Co. et al. vs. C. & N. W. Ry. et al. 
July 20—Grand Rapids, Mich.—Examiner Kettler: 
20540—Manistee & Northeastern Ry. vs. A. A. R. R. et al. 
July 20—Sherman, Tex.—Examiner Bardwell: 
1. & S. 3115—Routing of grain between South Texas points ang 
points in Ark., Kans., etc., on the C. R. I. & P. Ry. 
July 20—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Brown: 
20730—The Shenandoah Boxboard Corp. vs. A. C. & Y. Ry. et al, 
July 20—Chicago, Ill—Examiner Disque: ~ 
20874—-The Cudahy Packing Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 
<= 20—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Smith: 
717—The Nu-Shine Co. vs. A. & V. Ry. et al. 

July 20—Minneapolis, Minn.—Examiners Cummings and Olentine: 
20653—Menasha Printing & Carton Co. vs. C. & N. W. Ry. et al. 
~~ 20—Boston, Mass.—Examiner Williams: 
704 (and Sub. 1)—The Bay Co. vs. B. & M. R. R. et al. 
20749 (and Sub. 1)—Wilton Woolen Co. vs. B. & M. R. R. et al. 

July 20—Florence, Ala.—Examiners Marshall and Berryman: 
20873—-Ware Bros. Agency vs. A. C. L. R. R. et al. 
July 21—Minneapolis, Minn.—Examiners Cummings and Olentine: 


20674 (and Sub. No. 1 to 9, incl.j—Redwood County Oil Co. vs. ¢. 
& N. W. Ry. et al. l 





July 21—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Smith: 
0811—The C. B. Dolge Co. vs. N. Y. N. H. & H. R. R. et al. 


July 21—Miami, Fla.—Examiner McChord: 
20833 (and Sub. Nos. 1 to 11, incl.)—Miami Laundry Co. vs. F, BE, 


Cc. Ry. 
20846 (and Sub. 1)—T. B. McGahey vs. D. T. & I. R. R. et al. 


July 21—Florence, Ala.—Examiners Marshall and Berryman: 
18957—Muscle Shoals Traffic Bureau for Ware Bros. Agency vs. Ala. 
Cent. R. R. et al. (further hearing). 
19844—-Muscle Shoals Traffic Bureau for Ware Bros. Agency vs. L. 
& N. R. R. et al. 


July 21—Boston, Mass.—Examiner Williams: 
20609—Newsom & McLeod vs. F. E. C. Ry. et al. 
20856—Blanchard Lumber Co. et al. vs. B. & M. R. R. 


July 21—Pueblo, Colo.—Examiners Wilkins and Smith: 
20767—Standard Fire Brick Co. vs. G. C. & S. F. Ry. et al. 


July 23—McAlester, Okla.—Examiner Bardwell: 
20830—Kali-Inla Coal Co. vs. C. R. I. & P. Ry. et al. 


July 23—Ft. Wayne, Ind.—Examiner Kettler: 
20563—-United States Graphite Co. vs. Mich. Cent. R. R. et al. 
20700—U. S. Graphite Co. vs. B. & O. R. R. et al. 


aay | 23—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Smith: 
733—Abendroth Bros. et al. vs. B. & A. R. R. 
lessee) et al. 


July 23—Jacksonville, Fla.—Examiner McChord: 
20676—The Arnold Fruit Co., Inc., vs. Sou. Ry. et al. 
20836—C. W. Zaring & Co. vs. F. E. C. Ry. et al. 


July 23—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Disque: 
20865—The Celotex Co. vs. A. C. L. R. R. et al. 


July 23—Los Angeles, Calif—Examiners Hagerty and Later: 
ae ini Emsco Steel Products Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. 
et al. 


oo” <n Petroleum Corp. of Calif. vs. D. & R. G. W. R. R. 
et al. 


July 23—Boston, Mass.—Examiner Williams: 
20735—General Alloys Co. vs. A. C. & Y. Ry. et al. 


July 23—Minneapolis, Minn.—Examiners Cummings and Olentine: 
20776—Hales & Hunter Co. vs. C. & A. R. R. (W. W. Wheelock 
and W. G. Bierd. receivers) et al. 


July 23—Denver, Colo.—Examiners Wilkins and Smith: 
20003—Colorado and New Mexico Coal Operators’ Assn. vs. C. B. 
& Q. R. R.. et. al. 
20329—Board of Railroad Commissioners of State of S. D. vs. C. B. 
& Q. R. R. et al. 


July 23—Nashville, Tenn.—Examiners Marshall & Berryman: 


|. & S. 3120—Bags and Bagging from Memphis and Nashville, Tenn., 
to Southeastern Territory. 


(N. ¥. C. R. R., 


July 23—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Brown: 
20990—Bermuth Lembcke Co., Inc., vs. C. B. & Q. R. R. et al. 


July 24—Atlanta, Ga.—Asst. Director of Traffic Pitt: 
* Fourth Section Application 13470. 


July 24—Chicago, Ill—Examiner Disque: 
Fourth Section Application 13374—Filed by Agents Boyd and Jo- 
hanson. 
Fourth Section Application 13418—Filed by Agents Boyd and Jo- 
hanson. 


July 24—Ft. Wayne, Ind.—Examiner Kettler: 
20720—Michigan Fruit House vs. Mich. Cent. R. R. et al. 


July 24—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Smith: Y 
20861_Bogota Paper & Board Co., Inc., vs. N. Y. S. & W. R. R. 
et al. 

20885—J. C. Penny Co., Inc., vs. C. R. I. & P. Ry. et al. 


July 24—Jacksonville, Fla.—Examiner McChord: 
20736_—Fitch and Wilkinson vs. S. A. L. Ry. et al. 


July 24—Denver, Colo.—Examiners Wilkins and Smith: 
10678—American Beauty Macaroni Co. vs. Un. Pac. R. R. et al. 


July 24—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Brown: 
20253—Canton R. R. vs. A. A. R. R. et al. 


July 24—Los Angeles, Calif—Examiners Hagerty and Later: 
20588—Inyo Chemical Co. vs. D. & R. G. W. R. R. et al. 
20688 (and Sub. 1)—David B. Scott, receiver, Natural Soda Products 
Co. et al. vs. D. & R. G. W. R. R. et al. 


July 24—Minneapolis, Minn.—Examiners Cummings and Olentine: 
20750 (and Sub. 1)—Watab Paper Co. vs. Nor. Pac. Ry. 
July 25—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Disque: 
19645—The A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. vs. B. & O. R. R. et al. (further 
hearing). 
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Do You Know That we 


(1) Rent teams and trucks? (2) Distribute pool cars? 
(3) Make daily deliveries to suburbs as well as 
to all parts of Chicago? 


JOS. STOCKTON TRANSFER CO. 


Established 1857 1020 South Canal Street, Chicago 





TERMINAL 


BUILDS BETTER BUSINESS 


MERCANTILE WAREHOUSING AND DISTRIBUTING 


LOS ANGELES and SAN FRANCISCO 
CALIFORNIA 


Modern Fireproof Warehouse Space in 
Los Angeles and San Francisco 
Free and U.S. Customs Bonded Storage 
Insurance rate as low as 16.2c 


Storage — Forwarding — Distribution — Cartage 


Space leased for Private Warehouse, Office and Display 
Desk Space with Desk and Office Service Rented 


We can serve you in some capacity in Les Angeles or San Francisce 
and would suggest that you complete your file by requesting 
the rates for our specialized service. 


UNION TERMINAL WAREHOUSE COMPANY 


731 Terminal Street Los Angeles, California 
San Francisco Office, 9 Main Street 








Foreign Freight 
Forwarders 


Established 1884 


D.C. ANDREWS & CO., Inc. 


27-29 Water Street, New York, U. S. A. 


Boston Offices 
92 State Street 








DENVER, COLORADO 





FIREPROOF WAREHOUSES ON TRACK 
Free Switching to Warehouse. We specialize in the DISTRIBUTION of 


local and pool car shipments. Insurance rates 15c. Loans Negotiated. — 


The Weicker Transfer & Storage Company 
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PANAMA MAILS. 8S. CO. 


Fast Freight and Passenger Service 
Scheduled Sailings via Panama Canal 
From SAN FRANCISCO and LOS ANGELES te HAVANA and NEW YORK 
EASTBOUND SAILINGS 
From San Francisco From Los Angeles 








S. S. VENEZUELA ............... July 14 July 16 
S. S. GUATEMALA.............. uly 28 July 30 
Ss. S. ass aicinieiaveureenrowie Aug. 11 Aug. 13 

o Be COLIBRA, 0 ccccccccccccs Sept. 1 Sept. 3 


Also regular sailings for Mazatlan, Champerico, San Jese de 
Guatemala, Acajutla, La Libertad, La Union, Corinto, Amapala, 
Puntarenas, San Juan del Sur, Balboa and Cristobal (Panama) and 
Buenaventura. 

Trans-Shipment at Panama for South America and European Ports 

Through rail export bills of lading issued in transcontinental 
territory via San Francisco and Los Angeles harbor honored to all 
West Coast Mexican and Central American ports. 

—OFFICES— 
140 S. Dearborn St., Chicago, Ill. 2 Pine Street, San Francisco, Cal. 
10 Hanover Sq., New York, N. Y. 548 S. Spring St., Los Angeles, Cal. 


















Advanced Home-Study Training in 
Traffic Management 


To men now in traffic work or eager to enter this attractive 
field, LaSalle offers practical and up-to-the-minute training 
in scientific Traffic Management. This is the training that 
enabled H. E. Stiffiler, Traffic Manager for the Marion Steam 
Shovel Co. , Marion, Ohio, to save for his department $45,000 
a year, and as a direct result to increase his earnings — that 
won substantial promotion for M. A. Keith, Traffic Man- 
ager of the International Derrick and Equipment Co., 
Columbus, Ohio, and recognition as one of the ablest traffic 
men in his territory —that established S. Moss, Jr., New 
York City, in an independent profession as Traffic Counsel- 
lor, with an average income of better than $10,000 a year. 
If interested in a bigger salary, send for 64-page booklet, 
‘*Opportunities in Traffic Management.’’ It’s FREE. 
Address Dept. 695-T 


LaSalle Extension University, Chicago, IIL. 


Middlesex Transportation Co. 
PIER 16, NORTH RIVER, Foot Barclay Street 
NEW YORK CITY 


Operates Daily (&3%,) Fast Steamship Freight Service 


LEAVING NEW YORK AT 3 P. M. 
BETWEEN 


New York City and New Brunswick, N. J. 


Steamer Connections Made With All Leading Water Lines in 
New York Harbor, including Delivery of Freight 


We also Operate Daily Express Auto Service 
between Jersey City, Newark, Elizabeth, Rahway, New 
Brunswick, Trenton, Camden, and 72 other cities in New 
Jersey, as also Philadelphia, Pa. 


UTICA, N. Y. 














In the Heart of New York State 


Broad Street Warehouse Corp. 


Utica is the Most Natural and Practical Point 
for Warehousing and Distribution 
in Central New York 


Also Freight Rate Breaking Point 
on Eastern Shipments 


Auto Trucking Service to all Leading Cities and Suburban 
Towns Radiating out of Utica, N. Y. 








1640 


July 25—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Smith: 
20734—-New Jersey Coated Paper Co. et al. vs. Penna. R. R. et al. 


July 25—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Examiner Bardwell: 
20775—Southwest Utility Ice Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 


July 25—San Francisco, Calif.—Examiner Mullen: 
9200—Railway Mail Pay (Western Short Lines) (also further hearing 
in Railway Mail Pay, 120, I. C. C. 439, with respect to certain 
other short lines in the same territory, pursuant to orders entered 
July 11, 1927, and March 12, 1928). 


July 25—Los Angeles, Calif.—Examiners Hagerty and Later: 
20592—Rio Grande Oil Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 


July 26—Des Moines, Ia.—Examiners Cummings and Olentine: 
20782—Rock Island Chamber of Commerce, Traffic Bureau, et al. 
vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 
20719—Omaha Chamber of Commerce, Traffic Bureau, vs. C. & N. 
W. Ry. et al. 
July 26—San Francisco, Calif.—Commissioner Aitchison: 
Pacific Coast Fourth Section Applications 129 I. C. C. 3. 
Fourth Section Application Nos. 13457, 13438, 4677 and 4678 of Agent 
Gomph, 
July 26—Sumter, S. C.—Examiner eocpers: 
18866—Alcolu R. R. vs. A. C. L. R. (further hearing). 
July 26—Wheeling, W. Va.—Examiner ge 
ep ae Mold and Foundry Co. vs. W. & L. E. Ry. 
26—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Smith: 
. ve. BH. & F.C. R. R. et al. 
17575—Federated Metals Corp. vs. C. R. R. of N. J. et al. 
July 26—Los Angeles, Calif.—FExaminers Hagerty and Later: 
867—San Antonio Meat Co. et al. vs. D. & R. G. W. R. R. et al. 
July 26—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Brown: 
20505—J. P. Baker, D. W. Quarles and W. Howard Baker, co-part- 
ners, doing business as Hallsboro Manufacturing Co. et al. vs. 
A. ©. ds H. R. ot al. 
July 26—Schenectady, N. Y.—Examiner Williams: 
ing Rinella, Battaglia Co., oa vs. Nfk. Sou. R. R. et al. 


: . & B. Ry. ot al. 
* 20133—Sub. 1—The Pure Oil Co. vs. C. R. I. & P. Ry. et al. 
July 27—Albany, N. Y.—Examiner Williams: 
a aaa Perforated Wrapping Paper Co. vs. 
et al. 


POSITIONS WANTED OR OPEN 


TRAFFIC MANAGER—AIl! around rail and industrial experience 
qualifies for traffic manager or assistant or traffic department rail- 
road; details on request. Address E. A. V. 112, care Traffic World, 
Chicago, Ill. 


A. ©. Bb, KR 


WANTED—Position with concern in Arizona or western Texas 
for one of our traffic men, who owing to condition of health of mem- 
bers of his family desires southwestern location; ten years’ experience 
in traffic work; familiar with rate structures throughout United States, 
handling claims, and I. C. C. procedure. The Traffic Service Corpora- 
tion, 310 Mills Building, Washington, D. C. 


POSITION WAN TED—Traffic manager or assistant, twelve years 
transportation, age 30; alert, ambitious, capable and proficient. Ad- 
dress A. W. L. 106, care Traffic World, Chicago, II. 


POSITION WANTED—Assistant traffic manager of large eastern 
corporation with twelve years’ railroad and industrial experience, 
wishes to locate in Chicago or vicinity; especially proficient in rate 
and I. C. C. work, Address T. E. R. 110, care Traffic World, Chicago. 


We Bind The Traffic World 


SRI ar Coes ace Se URNRM 
In Best t Grade B Buckram for $2.25 Per Volume (26 Numbers) 
Prompt Service and Quality Work Guaranteed 
We also Bind All Kinds of Publications 


The Book Shop Bindery 


350-354 West Erie Street Chicago 


C& A TERMINAL WAREHOUSE Co. 


Connection with tunnel 
service to depots and 
central location give 
speediest deliveries at 
minimum cost. 


358 W. Harrison St., Chicago 


PHILADELPHIA, PA. 


DELIVERY 
BREAKING UP 
FORWARDING 
WAREHOUSING 


Complete Service 
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eer Perforated Wrapping Paper Co. vs. N. Y. ¢. 
et al. 


July 28—Charlotte, N. C.—Examiner McChord: 
11414—Southern Veneer Assn. et al. vs. A. C. L. R. R., p. 
agent, et al. (further hearing on question of reparation), 

July 30—Kansas City, Mo.—Examiner Cummings: 
* 1. & S. 3126—Transit on Grain and Grain Products 

A. T&S. F. By. and C. RK. L & P. Ry. 

July 30—Phoenix, Ariz.—Examiners Hagerty and Later: 
= ~~ Sub. 1)—Arizona Grocery Co. et al. vs. A. T. & § pP 
y. et al. ’ 


i Okla.—Examiner Bardwell: 
98—Gilliland Oil-Co. vs. M. P. R. R. et al. 


July 30—Salisbury, N. C.—Examiner McChord: 
. t= = _—— Lumber Co. by Sou. Traffic Service Vs 
y. eta j 


30—Philadelphia, Pa.—Examiner Williams: 
J eos Tri County Coal Dealers’ Assn. et al. vs. 


R. R. 


G., ag 


at points on 


A ¢C. L. Be 


et al. 
July 30—Omaha, Neb.—Examiners Wilkins and Smith: 
20623—-Cartan & Jeffrey Co. et al. vs. B. & O. R. R. et al. 
20783—Sunderland Bros. Co. vs. M. P. R. R. et al. 


July 31—Phoenix, +. eo wig 4 and Later: 
16770 (sub. 7)—C. N. Cotton Co. vs. A. & S. F. Ry. et al. 
hearing). 
31—Ft. Smith, Ark—Examiner Bardwell: 
778—Fort Smith Traffic Bureau et al. vs. A. V. I. Ry. et al. 


August 1—Raleigh, N. C.—Examiner McChord: 
20475—Simmons ‘Construction Co. vs. Nfk. Sou. R. R. 


on, en, Ida.—Commissioner 
arte 
19028—Clarkston Chamber of Commerce vs. Nor. Pac. Ry. et al. 
19324—Lewiston Commercial Club vs. Nor. Pac. Ry. et al. 
19700—Public Utilities Commission of State of Idaho et al. vs. Un. 
rac. BR. KR. et al. 


(further 


McManamy and Director 


WASHINGTON, D. C. 
When in Washington, Eat Well Seasoned, Home Cooked Food at 


THE AVENUE CROWN 
Across the Street from I. C. C. BLDG. 


SRRART OCT — LUNCH 1727 Penna. Avenue N. W. 


HAMMOND, IND. 


In the Chicago Switching District 


General Merchandise, Furniture 
and Cold Storage 


POOL CAR DISTRIBUTORS 


Quick Service. Low Rates 


THE GREAT LAKES WHSE. CORP. 


HAMMOND, INDIANA 


Chicago’ Fr) ms Seanes City's 8 Most Modern Sensienes 


MERCHANDISE STORAGE and 
2000 Cerload POOL CAR CAR DISTRIBUTION 


nnn TERMINAL WAREHOUSES 


KANSAS CITY, MO. 


MERCHANDISE STORAGE and 
POOL CAR DISTRIBUTION 


Warehouses Located in Heart of Railroad District and Jobbing Trade 


FEDERAL COMPRESS & WAREHOUSE COMPANY 


589 South Front Street, MEMPHIS, TENN. 


UNION TRANSFER CO. 


sussipiary PHILADELPHIA LOCAL EXPRESS 


Established 1867 


1004-26 Spring Garden Street 


Dally Delivery Service in Famadeipite and to 250 Surrounding 


Towns at Lowest Minimum Delivery Charges 





Director 








